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Angling Against Slavery 
Steve Byas notes in the history article en- 
titled “John Randolph’s Journey on Slav- 
ery” (August 3 issue) that John Randolph 
— a Southern congressman and plantation 
owner who sought to eliminate slavery — 
was a strong supporter of Thomas Jeffer- 
son. Randolph’s support must have been 
based in large part on Jefferson’s record 
regarding slavery. 

As a young lawyer, Jefferson represented, 
pro bono, slaves seeking their freedom. His 
first act in political office, as a young mem- 
ber of the Virginia House of Burgesses in 
1769, was to introduce a bill allowing slave 
owners to free their slaves; however, the bill 
did not pass. He raised the issue again when 
he went to Philadelphia as a member of the 
Second Continental Congress and wrote the 
Declaration of Independence. 

Jefferson strongly condemned slavery 
in his draft of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. The draft was about one-fourth 
longer than the final, published version. It 
stated numerous reasons for America’s sev- 
erance of ties with England, including the 
immorality of slavery. Jefferson charged 
the King of England with the crime of slav- 
ery because the slave trade was ultimately 
sanctioned and subject to regulation by the 
Crown, which chartered trading companies. 
The Congress deleted that and much else. 

The charge was removed at the objec- 
tion of two colonies — Georgia and South 
Carolina — who threatened to leave the 
Congress and the struggle for independence 
if slavery were condemned. In responding 
to the objection, the collective sense of the 
Continental Congress was that America 
could not fight two wars at once — the 
external war against Great Britain and the 
internal war against slavery. Unity was nec- 
essary to face the external danger, they felt, 
so the issue of slavery was put aside until 
the War for Independence was concluded. 

At the Constitutional Convention in 
1787, the issue was revived, resulting in 
the compromise to ban the importation of 
slaves after 1808. In 1806, when Jefferson 
was president, he reminded Congress that 
the time was near when it could prohibit 
the slave trade, and urged that it be done. 
Congress then outlawed the trade as of 
January 1, 1808, and Jefferson signed the 
bill into law. 

JOHN WHITE 
Cheshire, Connecticut 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


World’s Policeman 


In the most recent conflicts in Libya, 
Syria, and Yemen, not only has the abil- 
ity to identify the “good guys” become 
a murky prospect, so has determining 
what overall interest and advantage the 
United States hopes to gain from any in- 
tervention in these regions. Dealing with 
secular authoritarian dictators such as 
Saddam Hussein is one thing, but trying 
to sort out whose side is worth taking in 
the Syrian civil war, for example, is not 
clear-cut, and calls for a multifaceted 
approach few politicians on both sides 
of the aisle seem to understand. 

Marco Rubio sometimes purports to 
make the United States the “world’s 
policeman” — he makes contradictory 
comments on this topic — but often- 
times, particularly in the Middle East, 
policing such a region is more like me- 
diating between two or even three rival 
gangs who are fighting in a no-holds- 
barred turf war, where any outcome 
seems to fly in the face of what’s good 
for America. 

Quite possibly, Marco Rubio is merely 
attempting to take the furthest extreme 
from the views of Rand Paul. Perhaps 
Rubio is attempting to walk back the 
utter weakness of President Obama and 
provide an alternative vision to that of 
Hillary Clinton, who will likely look to 
continue the same failed policies of our 
current leadership. 

Either way, all-out warhawkness is 
clearly not the answer and has the added 
by-product of placing a further rift be- 
tween ourselves and the willingness of 
our allies to join in the fight. 

While it’s quite an amazing sight to 
see so many GOP contenders throw- 
ing the proverbial hat into the coming 
presidential race, the numbers mean we 
will more than likely see a plethora of 
extreme or radical foreign-policy views 
from the multitude of candidates in an 
attempt to separate themselves from the 
rest of the pack. 

VINCENT AMOROSO 
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INSIDE TRACK 


Trickle of Companies Leaving Illinois Turning Into a Flood 


On July 14, machine-maker DE-STA-CO said it was moving 100 
jobs to Tennessee. The next day energy processor Bunge North 
America said it was shutting down its plant in Bradley, Illinois, 
and laying off 210 workers. The day after that, General Mills 
pulled the plug on its manufacturing plant in West Chicago, ter- 
minating 500 workers. 

A week later, Mitsubishi Motors announced it was closing its 
production facilities that made its Outlander, ending 918 jobs 
there, even though there was the threat it would have to return 
some of the $9 million Illinois paid to get them to move there a 
few years ago. 

Five days after that, Mondelez (makers of Oreos and Chips 
Ahoy) said it was laying off 600 manufacturing jobs at its Chi- 
cago South Side facilities. 

On August 12, Kraft Heinz announced its goal of saving $1.5 
billion by the end of 2017. First to go were 700 jobs at Kraft’s 
Northfield facility. The very next day, Motorola Mobility an- 
nounced it was cutting its workforce in Chicago by 25 percent, 
eliminating another 500 jobs. 

On August 13, Hoist Liftruck announced that it was mov- 
ing more than 500 manufacturing jobs to Indiana. 

Chief Executive Magazine's “2014 Best and Worst States for 
Business” report ranked Illinois 48th out of 50, with many CEOs 
venting their opinions on why. For example: “Corruption and 
union pensions have made Illinois a poor alternative for busi- 
ness.... More conservative states are easier to work in and with,” 


-_- 


“Tllinois is rated in the worst category; their taxing scheme is 
deleterious toward small business,” and “Illinois is a horrendous 
state in which to do business. It is governed by a class of in- 
competent, corrupt politicians. It’s like doing business in a third- 
world country.” 

The silence from Springfield over fixing anything is deafening 
and is likely to remain so until a normal political process can be 
restored there. Until then, expect the flood of companies and jobs 
to continue to flow outward from Illinois to more sensible states 
such as Indiana, Missouri, Iowa, Kansas, and Michigan. 


Global-warming Concerns Dead Last Among Public 


Alarmists pushing the UN’s anti-carbon climate-change agenda 
claim we are already “Halfway to Hell,” i.e., halfway to the arbi- 
trary 2°C above pre-industrial global temperatures that suppos- 
edly will render life impossible. But voters worldwide are not 
buying the hype, despite the unceasing propaganda from presi- 
dents, prime ministers, legislators, media opinionators, celebri- 
ties, and other anointed “experts.” 

“Halfway to Hell” is the title of a graph depicting global tem- 
peratures from 1880 to 2015 that accompanied an article appear- 
ing in the July 29, 2015 issue of New Scientist, a magazine web- 
site that pushes the alarmist message. The alliterative title was 
immediately tweeted throughout Twitterdom and continues to be 
featured in many stories that pose as “news.” 

However, it appears that the intended global audience is insuf- 
ficiently convinced that the alleged planetary meltdown point 
is either real or imminent, or that one should embrace the UN’s 
upcoming Paris Climate Summit as one’s very tip-top priority. 

According to a massive global survey of more than seven mil- 
lion individuals, fears of global warming rate dead last among 
issues that concern most people. The polling was carried out by 
a UN-affiliated website, vote. myworld2015.org (shown). 

The UN’s MY World survey further confirms what other opin- 
ion polls, such as the March 2015 Gallup poll, have repeatedly 
shown, to wit that the obsession of the political elites for em- 


powering the United Nations with global regulatory powers is a 
top-down effort, with little popular support. 

It is probably safe to assume that there would be literal- 
ly zero support for UN action on climate change if the targeted 
“world citizens” were aware, even to the slightest degree, what 
the actual price tag is that the would-be climate “saviors” would 
like to charge for the pretended solution to this non-crisis. As 
we have reported previously, the UN globocrats are demand- 
ing that humanity come forth with trillions of dollars for their 
climate agenda. 

The political powers that be still have a major task ahead of 
them to create the appearance of genuine popular support in time 
for the UN’s big November-December climate confab in Paris. 


CHOOSE & THAT MATTER MOST 
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Saudi Arabia’s Cash Reserves Dwindling, Forcing It to Borrow 


The Saudi Arabia Monetary Agency (the country’s central bank) 
noted in its 2015 report: “It is becoming apparent that non-OPEC 
producers are not as responsive to low oil prices as had been 
thought, at least in the short run. The main impact has been [for 
U.S. producers] to cut back on developmental drilling of new oil 
wells, rather than slowing the flow of oil from existing wells. 
This [strategy to break U.S. producers] requires more patience.” 

But patience will last only as long as their foreign reserves of 
cash, and Saudi Arabia’s reserves are dwindling rapidly. With the 
price of oil at less than $50 a barrel, every barrel the Saudis ship 
costs them $56. Put another way, the Saudis’ break-even point 
needed to fund their lavish welfare state is $106 a barrel. 

And so the fact that the government borrowed $4 billion from 
local banks came as a shock to those who still think the Saudis 
have wealth beyond counting. Even more astonishing was the 
news that it would be forced to continue to borrow an estimated 
$5 billion every month from now on just to slow the shrinkage 
of its foreign reserves. 

The Saudis assumed that lower prices would force U.S. oil and 
gas producers to shut down rigs until prices went back up. North 
American rig counts have dropped — from 1,608 in October to 
664 — but production rose: to a 43-year high of 9.6 million bar- 
rels per day in June. 

Additionally, the cost of a new fracking well is a fraction of 
what it would take to develop a traditional well, which means that 


a marginal well can be shuttered and then brought back online 
within days or weeks when prices justify it. 

There is no easy way out of this bad bet for the Saudis. If 
they continue to pump, prices will likely continue to decline, in- 
creasing their deficits. If they restrain production, they will lose 
market share, giving other members of OPEC the advantage and 
encouraging American producers to bring their rigs back online. 


AT&T Helped NSA Spy on Internet Traffic 


——_ 
= atat 


National Security Agency (NSA) documents recently provided 
to the New York Times and ProPublica by former intelligence 
contractor and whistleblower Edward Snowden reveal that AT&T 
has provided valuable assistance to the NSA that enhanced the 
agency’s ability to spy on Internet traffic. The Zimes and Pro- 
Publica (an independent non-profit newsroom) jointly reviewed 
the documents supplied by Snowden and published their findings 
on August 15. 

The report’s most significant finding expanded on what has 
long been known — that American telecommunications compa- 
nies have worked closely with the NSA. The agency’s relation- 
ship with AT&T, however, is considered unique and especially 
productive. One of the source documents reviewed by the jour- 
nalists described it as “highly collaborative,” and another praised 
AT&T’s “extreme willingness to help.” 


According to the report, Snowden’s documents do not iden- 
tify the firms that assisted the NSA by name, but instead refer 
to the programs code-named “Fairview” and “Stormbrew.” 
The Zimes and ProPublica analyzed the documents and found 
what they called “a constellation of evidence” that Fairview was 
AT&T and that Stormbrew included Verizon and MCI, which 
Verizon has since acquired. 

From this latest report published by the Zimes and ProPubli- 
ca, it is apparent that Edward Snowden has more information to 
make public and there are influential American journalists will- 
ing to publish that information. This past June, the Times and 
ProPublica published a report based on Snowden’s informa- 
tion, revealing that the Obama administration has expanded 
the NSA’s warrantless surveillance of Americans’ international 
Internet traffic. That report noted that while the USA Freedom 
Act signed into law on June 2 limited some of the NSA’s author- 
ity, it involved only a few provisions in the USA PATRIOT Act 
dealing with the collection of phone records and did not curtail 
the warrantless wiretapping program. 

Until more members of Congress take Snowden’s revelations 
more seriously, they will be remiss in their sworn obligation to 
uphold the Constitution, which includes the Fourth Amendment. 
That amendment safeguards Americans’ right to be free from un- 
reasonable searches and prohibits the government from engaging 
in warrantless searches. 


INSIDE TRACK 


Defense Intel Chief: Ohama Gave “Willful’’ Ald to Al- Qaeda 


espite warnings about 
the consequences from 
senior U.S. officials, 


the Obama administration made 
a “willful decision” to support 
al-Qaeda, the Muslim Brother- 
hood, and other jihadist terror 
groups in Syria, according to for- 
mer Defense Intelligence Agency 
(DIA) chief Michael Flynn. That 
deliberate aid to Islamic terrorists 
battling Syrian dictator Bashar 
al-Assad played a crucial role 
in the rise of the “Islamic State” 
(ISIS or ISIL). While top U.S. 
officials have already admitted 
that Obama’s so-called anti-ISIS 
coalition helped create, arm, and 
fund ISIS, Flynn is the highest- 
ranking administration official to 
publicly discuss the U.S. role in 
spawning the savage terror group 
now slaughtering Christians and 
other minorities across the Mid- 
dle East. Almost incredibly, the 
establishment press and Congress 
have largely ignored the explo- 
sive revelations — even as the 
White House steps up its military 
aid to jihadist “rebels” in Syria 
with air support and training. 
Speaking during an in-depth interview July 29 on Al Jazeera, 
DIA chief Flynn was asked about a 2012 report produced by his 
agency. The document, obtained under the Freedom of Informa- 
tion Act by Judicial Watch, contained a number of revelations 
that should have seen a wide array of senior administration offi- 
cials prosecuted under U.S. anti-terrorism laws. The secret report 
confirms what THE NEW AMERICAN has been reporting almost 
from the start of the war in Syria: The globalist-backed “revolu- 
tion” against Assad was a “holy war” being led by al-Qaeda, the 
Muslim Brotherhood, and other jihadist terrorists. The document 
also highlights the fact that the West and its Sunni Islamic dictator 
allies were supporting those same forces, and that they wanted 
to see the rise of a fundamentalist Islamic state in parts of Syria. 
“The West, Gulf countries [the Islamic regimes ruling Saudi 
Arabia, Qatar, United Arab Emirates, etc.], and Turkey support 
the Syrian opposition,” it explains, adding that al-Qaeda and 
other terrorists are the “major forces driving the insurgency” 
against the Syrian despot. “There is the possibility of establishing 
a declared or undeclared Salafist [fundamentalist Islam] princi- 
pality in Eastern Syria (Hasaka and Der Zor), and this is exactly 
what the supporting powers to the opposition want, in order to 
isolate the Syrian regime.” Of course, that is exactly what hap- 
pened when ISIS declared the establishment of its “caliphate” in 
Eastern Syria and parts of Iraq during its war on Assad and his al- 


lies. The report also warns of the 
potential consequences — though 
there is no mention of genocide 
against Middle Eastern Christians 
facilitated by those same policies, 
which is ongoing. 

Flynn was not shy about admit- 
ting what by now is almost com- 
mon knowledge — the Obama 
administration supported Islamic 
terrorists, including al-Qaeda, in 
the rebellion against the Syrian 
regime. “I don’t know that they 
turned a blind eye, I think it was 
a decision,” the former DIA chief 
said. “I think it was a willful de- 
cision.” The interviewer, Mehdi 
Hasan, sounding surprised at the 
frankness and the enormity of the 
revelation, said: “A willful de- 
cision to support an insurgency 
that had Salafists, Al Qaeda and 
the Muslim Brotherhood?” Flynn 
replied: “It was a willful decision 
to do what they’re doing.” What 
“they” — the administration — 
are doing, and have been doing, 
is supporting barbarians who are 
butchering their way through Iraq 
and Syria while overthrowing 
“apostate” rulers and slaughter- 
ing or enslaving non-Sunnis. 

During the Al Jazeera interview, Flynn was careful to avoid 
pinning all the blame for ISIS on Obama’s pro-jihad designs in 
Syria. Among other policies cited by the former defense intel- 
ligence chief that contributed to ISIS was the Iraq war. Flynn 
also conceded that the prison system in Iraq during the U.S. oc- 
cupation — first under U.S. control, later under Iraqi control — 
served as a breeding ground for the jihadists and terrorists now 
chopping off the heads of infidels across the region. Another fac- 
tor contributing to the terrorist threat is the Obama administra- 
tion’s mass-murder-via-drone-fired-missiles policy, which Flynn 
concluded creates more terrorists than it eliminates. Despite all of 
that, Flynn seemed to argue that the U.S. government should have 
actually done even more in the region, rather than less. 

Meanwhile, on the ground in Syria, countless innocent people 
— especially Christians, who are being systematically exter- 
minated by the same jihadists that Washington, D.C., has been 
aiding and abetting for years — are paying the ultimate price 
for Obama’s globalist pro-terrorist “foreign policy.” Congress 
must rein in Obama, reclaim its constitutional authority over 
making war, and follow the advice of America’s Founders re- 
garding non-intervention in foreign nations. Until that happens, 
the horror and the death toll abroad will get worse as the U.S. 
decline accelerates. 
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GOP Candidate Discusses Brain Surgery 

“Well, I haven’t said anything about me being the only one to do any- 
thing, so let me try that.... [I’m the only candidate] to take out half a 
brain, although you would think, if you go to Washington, that someone 
had beat me to it.” 

A retired neurosurgeon, Dr. Ben Carson drew a huge laugh when he 
finally got to speak at the first GOP debate. 


Who Hands Out the Big Fines When the EPA Is at Fault? 

“T am absolutely, deeply sorry that this ever happened.” 

The EPA’s top administrator, Gina McCarthy, admitted the agency’s 
responsibility for the toxic water spill that polluted the Animas River 
passing through Colorado, New Mexico, and Arizona. Regularly handing out fines for real and imagined 
environmental accidents, residents of the impacted area wonder who will fine the EPA. 


Ben 
Carson 


Compelling Observation From Creator of the Secret Planned Parenthood Videos 

“Tt is a paradox that we can’t have laws that recognize unborn babies as human, and yet, it is their very 
humanness that makes them valuable for experimentation. It is as if [the biotech companies] are going 
on a treasure hunt for the heads and the hearts of babies.” 

David Daleiden, the leader of the undercover project that produced the videos about Planned Parent- 
hood leaders admitting the marketing of aborted infants’ body parts, has focused an enormous amount 
of attention on the grisly abortion industry. 


GOP Senator Accuses Senate Leader of Lying 

“T cannot believe he would tell a flat-out lie. It’s not a good day when 
the majority leader is willing to lie to the Senate.” 

Senate Majority Leader Mitch McConnell (R-Ky.) had told Senator 
Ted Cruz (R-Texas) that there would not be a deal to have another 
vote on keeping the Export-Import Bank functioning. But he broke the 
promise. 


Hillary Clinton Sent Classified E-mails 

on Her Unclassified Private Server 

“This classified information never should have been transmitted via 
an unclassified system.” 

State Department Inspector General Steve Linick concluded in a 
signed statement that then-Secretary of State Clinton had broken the 
law when she used a private instrument instead of a secure official instrument. The inspector general 
for the intelligence community, Charles McCullough II, also signed the statement. 


AP Images 


North Dakota Catholics Sever Ties to Boy Scouts 

“Effective immediately, the Catholic Church of the Diocese of Bismarck and each and every one of its 
parishes, schools and other institutions is formally disaffiliated with and from the Boy Scouts of America.” 
Bishop David Kagan issued his announcement after the national office of the Boy Scouts of America 
terminated its ban on gay adult leaders. 


Planned Parenthood Head Defends 
Her Organization, Attacks Videographers 
“Video stalking is really part of a much larger and longer campaign to 
end access to both safe and legal abortion and certainly to end access 
to Planned Parenthood.” 
As president of Planned Parenthood, Cecile Richards reacted strongly 
to the secretly recorded admissions of her organization officials that 
they harvested body parts from aborted infants. She would have the 
public believe that making recordings of such admissions is more wrong 
than Planned Parenthood’s grisly activities. 1 
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Mother Nature plays scapegoat for radical environmentalists and overreaching 
government regulators exploiting California’s harsh drought to create a water crisis. 
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by Rebecca Terrell 


parched California is suffering 
An its fourth year of severe 
ought. Governor Jerry Brown 
declared a state of emergency in 2014 and 
has since issued increasingly strict man- 
dates, including his April executive order on 
urban water reduction, calling for fines of 
$500 a day for people watering their lawns 
or taking long showers. “The idea of your 
nice little green grass getting lots of water 
every day, that’s just going to be a thing of 
the past,” said Brown at a press conference 
held in an uncharacteristically snowless 
stretch of the Sierra Nevada. 

Yet the California Water Action Plan 
published by the state’s Environmental 
Protection Agency (CEPA) and Depart- 
ment of Food and Agriculture (CDFA) 
declares, “Much of California’s water sys- 
tem was originally designed to withstand a 
seven-year dry period without severe dam- 
age to the economy and environment.” 

A water system ready for seven years of 
drought, failing in half that time? Brown 
blames the washout on global warming. 
“And I can tell you, from California, cli- 
mate change is not a hoax,” the governor 
warned ABC News. “We’re dealing with 
it, and it’s damn serious.” 

Indeed, Brown’s Drought Task Force 


The California Environmental Protection Agency 
and Department of Food and Agriculture admit 
that “water has always been a scarce resource 
in California,” and the state’s climate “has always 
included extended dry periods.” 


website compares shocking before-and- 
after pictures of lakes and waterways 
transformed from verdant vistas into 
withered wastelands. CNBC reports that 
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration’s Palmer Drought Severity 
Index confirms this is the worst California 
drought in a century. 

But CEPA and CDFA admit that “water 
has always been a scarce resource in Cali- 
fornia,” and the state’s climate “has always 
included extended dry periods.” For exam- 
ple, the catastrophic drought of 1862-1865 
wiped out southern California’s cattle in- 
dustry and ushered in a devastating small- 
pox epidemic, since drought conditions 
exacerbate the spread of that disease. The 
Historical Society of Southern California 
records that “the rainfall for the season of 
1862-63 did not exceed four inches, and 
that of 1863-64 was even less.” How does 
this drought measure up? California as 
a whole averages 20 inches per year, ac- 


Safeguarding fish bait? Government agencies that tally endangered delta smelt populations 
“actually kill more of the fish than are destroyed in the supposedly killer water pumps,” according 


to U.S. Representative Devin Nunes (R-Calif.). 
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cording to NASA, which reported in July 
that since 2012 the state has accumulated 
a precipitation debt of about 20 inches, 
the equivalent of almost a year’s worth of 
rainfall. So it received on average about 13 
inches a year for the past three years. 

Over time, farmers and ranchers built 
their own irrigation systems, until the 
state took over in the 1930s and teamed 
with the U.S. Department of the Interior 
to build the Central Valley Project (CVP), 
providing water from northern california 
to towns and farmers in the Central Val- 
ley. Building on its infrastructure, in the 
1960s, then-Governor Pat Brown — the 
current governor’s father — spearheaded 
the California Water Project, a complex 
system of more than 700 miles of reser- 
voirs, canals, tunnels, pumps, and pipe- 
lines that store water and deliver it from 
northern and eastern rivers to more arid 
regions of the state. This famous Califor- 
nia Aqueduct justifies the boast that the 
water system was “originally designed to 
withstand a seven-year dry period.” 

So why is the current drought such a 
crisis? 

It “should not be a crisis at all,” writes 
U.S. Representative Devin Nunes in a re- 
cent Investor’s Business Daily editorial. 
“Much of the media and many politicians 
blame the San Joaquin Valley’s water 
shortage on drought, but that is merely an 
aggravating factor,” claims the California 
Republican, whose congressional district 
is centered in the hydro-challenged area. 
“From my experience representing Cali- 
fornia’s agricultural heartland, I know that 
our water crisis is not an unfortunate natu- 
ral occurrence; it is the intended result of 
a long-term campaign waged by radical 
environmentalists who resorted to politi- 
cal pressure as well as profuse lawsuits.” 

Former Hewlett Packard CEO and 
presidential hopeful Carly Fiorina agrees. 
“Despite the fact that California has suf- 
fered from droughts for millennia,” she 
told Glenn Beck in April, “liberal envi- 
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ronmentalists have prevented the building 
of a single new reservoir or a single new 
water conveyance system over decades 
during a period in which California’s pop- 
ulation has doubled.” 


What’s That Smelt? 

Like Fiorina and Nunes, many blame 
green extremists — especially the Nation- 
al Resources Defense Council (NRDC) 
and the Sierra Club — groups continually 
hammering California with litigation and 
government lobbying for more than two 
decades. Their efforts have paid off in 
laws, regulations, and settlements that si- 
phon off hundred of billions of gallons of 
water annually for environmental causes 
and wildlife refuges. 

Their posterchild is the delta smelt, a 
three-inch minnow declared endangered 
in 1993. Environmentalists claim massive 
water diversions are necessary to main- 
tain water levels, temperature, and salin- 
ity necessary for these and various other 
California fish species to survive. 

Spurred by green propagandists, the U.S. 
Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS) issued a 
2008 “biological opinion” blaming water 
pumps used to irrigate central and south- 
ern California for declining populations 
of smelt. Central Valley farmers countered 
with a lawsuit pointing to the faulty data 
and specious conclusions in the FWS study, 
but to no avail. “To protect smelt from 
water pumps, government regulators have 
flushed 1.4 trillion gallons of water into 
the San Francisco Bay since 2008,” writes 
Allysia Finley in the Wall Street Journal. 
“That would have been enough to sustain 
6.4 million Californians for six years.” 

Instead, it has sustained only drought. 
As central and southern California trans- 
form into a dust bowl, smelt populations 
have continued to plummet. FWS found a 
single smelt in its spring trawl survey this 
year, prompting farmers to demand that 
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the species be declared extinct, allowing 
them to once again pump water to their 
parched land. “California fruits and veg- 
etables are sent all over the world,” Re- 
publican state Assemblyman Travis Allen 
told Fox News. “When we are diverting 
our water to save a few pinky-sized fish 
and leaving hundreds of thousands of 


acres fallow — there is something wrong 
with our priorities.” 

Yet even without delta smelt, eco-ex- 
tremists have plenty of ammunition. “We 
have 80 fish species in California, like the 
delta smelt, that are in trouble,” Dr. Peter 
Moyle of UC Davis told Fox News. “There 
are other species deserving of protection.” 

For example, the 2006 San Joaquin 
River Restoration Program ensures mas- 
sive water diversions to create salmon 
runs. FWS bolstered the program in 2009 
with another green-initiated “biological 
opinion” that the Chinook salmon are 
at “high risk” of extinction. The state 
estimates the program has already cost 
taxpayers more than $1.2 billion. Is the 
expense justified? “The salmon, which 
have not been in the river for more than 
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Receding waters: Houseboats line what remains of Oroville Lake near Oroville, California, where 
residents hope predictions of a strong El Nifio and drought-busting rainfall this winter will come true. 
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half a century,” explains Nunes, “have 
proven so incapable of sustaining them- 
selves that agents have resorted to pluck- 
ing them out of the water and trucking 
them wherever they are supposed to go.” 
And while they campaign for the salm- 
on, these absurd environmentalists “also 
champion protections for the striped 
bass, a non-native species that eats both 
salmon and smelt.” 

For that matter, none of these fish are 
indigenous to the San Joaquin Delta. “The 
entire Delta system is not natural at all. 
It’s a man-made network of islands that 
functions only thanks to upstream water 
storage projects,” Nunes points out. “In 
fact, without man-made storage projects, 
canals and dams, in dry years such as this 
the rivers would quickly run dry meaning 
there would be no water and no fish.” 

He reports the toll of California’s mis- 
guided environmental policies to be that 
70 percent of water runoff from the Si- 
erra Nevada ends up in the Pacific Ocean 
at the expense of the state’s farmers and 
residents. During the first three years of 
drought, California “flushed 652 billion 
gallons into the ocean due to the afore- 
mentioned biological opinions, which 
have prevented the irrigation infrastruc- 
ture from operating at full capacity,” la- 
ments Nunes. 


Man Made Drought 

So it seems Mother Nature is the scapegoat, 
not the culprit, in California’s water short- 
age. Instead, environmentalists have care- 
fully orchestrated the crisis, with the typical 
ruse of animal rights to conceal their true 
agenda: depopulation — in this case, target- 
ing the Central Valley through water depri- 
vation. Nunes recounts a meeting in 2002 
with NRDC representatives lobbying for 
increased water restrictions. They admitted 
“their goal was to remove 1.3 million acres 
of farmland from production.” 

“They showed me maps that laid out 
their whole plan,” recalls Nunes. “From 
Merced all the way down to Bakersfield, 
and on the entire west side of the Valley 
as well as part of the east side, productive 
agriculture would end and the land would 
return to some ideal state of nature.” 

Their propaganda campaign to demon- 
ize California’s farmers reinforces his story. 
The media-parroted eco-myth blames big 
agriculture robber barons for greedily gulp- 
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Drought shaming: Tony Corcoran records lawn sprinklers in Beverly Hills, California, to post 
on the state’s “drought shaming” website, where residents may anonymously tattle on their 
neighbors’ water use. 


ing down 80 percent of the state’s water. 
But California Department of Water Re- 
sources data reveal a gross distortion in 
this statistic, which conveniently ignores 
captured water not intended for human use. 
In reality, roughly 50 percent of California 
water goes toward environmental causes, 
while agriculture uses about 40 percent, 
with residents and businesses sharing the 
remaining 10. Take away the fish’s share, 
and voila, farmers use 80 percent! 

Meanwhile, environmentalists march 
relentlessly on toward their 1.3 million- 
acre goal. And they are unnervingly close 
to reaching it. Nunes tallies one million 
acres of farmland that now stand idle due 
to eco-regulations and water restrictions. 
And the State Water Resources Control 
Board is poised to help them capture the 
remaining 300,000 acres, and then some, 
by means of mandatory limits on human 
consumption and use of water. 

Even as half of California’s water flowed 
unreservedly to failed fish preservation 
schemes, last year state regulators imposed 
pumping restrictions on junior-rights hold- 
ers — those with post-1914 water permits. 
This June the Water Board ordered Cali- 
fornia’s senior water-rights holders to stop 
pumping surface water, a move affecting 
more than 100 irrigation districts and water 
agencies across the state. Historically shel- 
tered from government restrictions, senior 
water rights are those established prior to 
1914 when California first started issuing 


permits. This is only the second time in 
California history when the state has lim- 
ited senior rights; the first was in 1977, also 
under Governor Jerry Brown. Violators of 
the new restriction face fines up to $1,000 
per day and $2,500 per acre foot of water, 
or roughly 326,000 gallons. 

Both farmers and residents are already 
feeling the heat. The Sacramento Bee 
quoted Water Board executive director 
Tom Howard warning, “There will be 
some land ending up being fallowed as a 
result.” Electric generation and municipal 
water supplies are endangered, too. For 
example, senior right holder Byron Beth- 
any Irrigation District in northern Califor- 
nia supplies water to several power plants 
and, until shortly after the ruling, was the 
sole water source for one suburban com- 
munity, which quickly scrambled to buy 
water from a neighboring district. 

One of several districts that have an- 
swered the new regulation with lawsuits, 
Byron Bethany now faces an unprecedent- 
ed $1.55 million fine for continuing to 
draw restricted water. Likewise, West Side 
Irrigation District based in Tracy, Califor- 
nia, about 60 miles east of San Francisco, 
sued the Water Board and found itself 
slapped with a hefty fine. The board de- 
nies charges by both districts of retaliation 
for their lawsuits. 

Rights holders are justifiably incensed. 
Last November California voters ap- 
proved a $7.5 billion bond to build new 
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water storage facilities. Though the mea- 
sure was Governor Brown’s top priority 
in his 2014 reelection bid, only “$750 
million [have] been allocated so far, but 
not a dime for dams.” This is according 
to Stephen Frank, political consultant and 
publisher of California Political News & 
Views, who relates that more than one- 
third of the allocated funds, $287.5 mil- 
lion, is earmarked for smelt preservation 
and salmon run development. 

“Why does Jerry Brown so dislike Cal- 
ifornians?” asks Frank. “He openly lied 
about the water bond.... Now in the midst 
of a water shortage HE caused, he wants 
to use close to $300 million to give water 
to fish, not people. This may be the sickest 
policy ever.” 

Not that Brown doesn’t have plans for 
the remaining $6.75 billion. He held a July 


10 summit in Sacramento to discuss “Lev- 
eraging Technology to Build a Drought 
Resilient California.” Greenbiz.com lists 
some of the high-tech drought defense 
solutions offered by scientists and policy- 
makers who attended: 


Water conservation software based 
on behavioral science and cloud com- 
puting. Agricultural irrigation tech- 
nology using sensors to measure sap 
in grape vines. Satellites that measure 
plant water needs. Home greywater 
recycling systems. Water meters con- 
nected to the Internet. Solar-powered 
desalination. 


Along with plans of government surveil- 
lance of water use, there were also sugges- 
tions for protecting California’s fish. But 


Golden State aflame: This year nearly two dozen wildfires have torched more than 134,000 
acres of California woodlands parched by drought — nearly three times the five-year average — 
according to state officials. 
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the day’s theme was limited to conserv- 
ing water resources that will continue to 
dwindle thanks to government manage- 
ment of water allocation. Brown’s agenda 
omitted reference to storage facilities, 
dams, pumps, etc. — the measures voters 
approved last November. Nor was there 
mention of reversing disastrous environ- 
mental policies that perpetuate the crisis. 

To add insult to injury, “More than $320 
million that was supposed to be rushed 
to drought-stricken California commu- 
nities sits unspent in government bank 
accounts,” according to CBS News Sac- 
ramento. This is the balance of the $687 
million Governor Brown set aside back in 
2014 when he declared a state of emergen- 
cy. Lawmakers claimed the funds would 
upgrade outdated water systems and pro- 
tect wells from contamination. Pipelines 
and water-treatment plants have yet to 
receive funding, though expenditures 
have ensured a “vanishing pond near Sac- 
ramento has been replenished, protecting 
a popular breeding ground for the threat- 
ened giant garter snake.” 

Enter the federal government. In De- 
cember and again in July, the U.S. House 
passed bills to restore some of the water 
diverted for salmon and smelt back to 
farmers in central and southern Califor- 
nia. But President Obama has promised 
to veto such legislation. “Instead, admin- 
istration policy regarding the crisis has 
amounted to a welfare program,” noted 
Jack Kenny, writing for THE NEw AMERI- 
CAN. “Josh Earnest, the president’s press 
secretary, said ... the administration is not 
considering any policy changes, adding 
that Obama has offered relief to the state 
in the form of $60 million to California 
food banks and $15 million for farmers 
and ranchers.” Unfortunately, those un- 
constitutionally distributed funds are just 
as likely to be misallocated as California’s 
bond money and emergency reserve. 

And it’s no use trying to drill a well for 
relief from the radical assault on surface 
water. Governor Brown took care of that 
last September when he signed an un- 
precedented law that forever limits even 
private property owners from groundwa- 
ter pumping. The new restrictions will be 
phased in during the next decade, turning 
authority over to the Water Board. 

“With the stroke of his pen,” wrote 
Republican State Senator Jim Nielsen, 
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Stop those faucets flowing: California Governor Jerry Brown ordered a 25-percent reduction in 
urban water use through February 2016, while diverting 50 percent of the state’s dwindling water 


resources for environmental causes. 


“the Governor changed over 100 years of 
water laws — without the people’s input.” 
He warned, “Californians who rely on 
groundwater will now have to deal with 
not only new and unaccountable govern- 
ment agencies that will police water usage; 
they will be at the mercy of these faceless 
bureaucrats who will impose unknown 
fees and fines.” Nunes likewise predicts, 
“Many farmers will not be able to keep 
growing food if they continue to receive 
zero water allocations and are restricted 
from tapping enough ground water.” 


Water Wars 

Water has long been a fighting word in the 
American West. It’s said that Mark Twain 
observed on his return from a trip to Cali- 
fornia, “Out there, whiskey is for drinking, 
and water is for fighting over.” So is there 
a solution to this age-old dilemma? 

“The bottom line for solving California’s 
water problem is that there needs to be a 
move toward a market-oriented method for 
the distribution of water,” wrote economist 
Walter Williams in an editorial published 
in THE NEW AMERICAN online. “Water is 
distributed in California and other West- 
ern states not by market prices but by the 
political process,” he pointed out. “I need 
someone to show me that there is such a 
desperate need for somewhere to grow po- 
tatoes, corn and other crops that we need to 
subsidize making a desert bloom.” 

Williams explains a basic economic 
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principle which dictates that, if there is a 
scarcity of something, the price is probably 
too low. For years state and federal subsi- 
dies have forced this artificial imbalance on 
taxpayers, who must pay higher prices for 
their own water as they help foot the bill for 
farmers. This imbalance is nonexistent in 
a free market, where agriculture meets de- 
mand by the most economic route — e.g., 
irrigating and farming arid land or import- 
ing products — without accusations of over- 
consumption, and without the government 
handouts, crippling regulations, and even- 
tual failure that inevitably go hand-in-hand. 

California agriculture was founded 
on such a free market system. The Sep- 
tember 1910 Pacific Monthly magazine 
records how German settlers who found- 
ed Anaheim, just outside Los Angeles, 
began irrigating their vineyards in 1857, 
thereby surviving the harsh drought of 
1862-1865, even as the desiccated cat- 
tle industry perished. Within the next 
two decades, Anaheim became Califor- 
nia’s leading wine producer, until most 
of the vineyards succumbed to a deadly 
parasite. Instead of 
throwing their hands 
up in defeat, farm- 
ers found profit in 
citrus, berries, veg- 
etables, grains, nuts, 
beans, potatoes, 
sugar cane, live- 
stock, and a plethora 
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of other agricultural products. The name 
“Orange County” is a testimony to their 
free-market entrepreneurialism. 

Now that the government divvies up 
water rights in California, with an inefficient 
and inflexible system that promises more 
water than it can deliver, scarcity abounds. 
Could free market economics make a dif- 
ference? They have to ask residents in 
Kern County, north of Los Angeles, where 
the Tehachapi Basin provides groundwater 
for residents, industry, and agriculture. In 
the 2015 edition of their book Free Market 
Environmentalism for the Next Genera- 
tion, authors Terry Anderson and Donald 
Leal explain that government mismanage- 
ment of the aquifer between the 1930s and 
1960s caused exorbitant pumping costs and 
many dry wells, while “withdrawals from 
the aquifer exceeded recharge by 60 per- 
cent.” Acting on behalf of a citizen advisory 
committee fearful of losing their farms, in 
1966 the local water district sued for and 
won a market-based groundwater rights ex- 
change. In 2006, the California Department 
of Water Resources credited the move with 
recovering groundwater levels. “The city of 
Tehachapi no longer rations water as it did 
during some periods prior to adjudication,” 
relate Anderson and Leal, “and rising water 
tables have brought previously marginal 
wells back into production.” 

Unfortunately, most other California 
farmers have shackled themselves with 
dependence on federal and state subsidies. 
Now that Big Brother has turned on them, 
they’re crying foul. Yet it should come as 
no surprise that government distribution 
of anything encourages costly and inef- 
ficient use; water is no exception. Leav- 
ing distribution to the free market would 
allow the price to stabilize and water to be 
distributed where there is actual need and 
where it can be used most efficiently. For 
their own good, Californians should let the 
market dictate water prices. After all, says 
Williams, “Government management has 
been a failure.” 
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Despite yet another bailout and a coming sell-off of the 
country’s assets, Greece is in more financial trouble than 
before — a lesson Americans should heed immediately. 


by Charles Scaliger 


» n Sunday, October 3, 2010, 
J} World War I finally ended for 

: Germany. On that day — the 
20th anniversary of German reunification 
— Germany made its final payment on 
debt incurred during the War to End All 
Wars, a $94 million payment on bonds is- 
sued more than 80 years earlier. The puni- 
tive reparations of the Treaty of Versailles, 
designed to exact vengeance on Germany, 
originally amounted to 269 billion gold 
marks, or around 96,000 tons of gold. So 
extravagant were the damages imposed on 
Germany that they prompted even such a 
devotee of government debt as economist 
John Maynard Keynes to storm out of Ver- 
sailles in disgust. 

Germany, of course, had no means of 
paying such a sum, and when the time 
came to make scheduled payments, it 
simply printed the money. This led to the 
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hyperinflation of the early 1920s and the 
total collapse of the German economy. 
The debt was restructured in the late 
1920s, and by 1929, it had been reduced 
to about 112 billion gold marks, payable 
over a period of 55 years. 

But then the stock market crash of 1929 
happened, followed by the Great Depres- 
sion and the rise of Nazi Germany. Hitler’s 
government repudiated all German World 
War I debt, and embarked on a second 
world war, which led to the defeat and par- 
tition of Germany. After the war, neither 
East nor West Germany was willing to re- 
sume payment on old war debts, and the 
unsettled debt languished until 1953, when 
West Germany agreed to service some pre- 
war debts. A large sum amounting to about 
€125 million in interest was set aside until 
the reunification of the two Germanys. It 
was this sum that was paid off in annual 
installments beginning in the early 1990s, 
following Germany’s reunification. 


Germany’s cancellation of World War 
I debt attracted media attention five years 
ago. But left unnoticed was the fact that 
other countries continued to service debt 
from the World War I era, and, indeed, long 
before. Britain, for example, announced in 
late 2014 that it was going to repay more 
than $350 million in debt owed from the 
issuance of World War I war bonds — 
only about a tenth of its total obligation — 
but the first payment on principal on those 
debts for 67 years. In response to a weak- 
ening economy, the British government, a 
few years after the war ended, converted 
National War Bonds issued in 1917 into 
Consolidated Loans paying four percent. 
These “4% Consuls” were then converted 
into bonds that, by law, the government 
would never be obligated to repay, as long 
as all interest payments were made. Need- 
less to say, the government immediately 
decided to postpone repayment of the 
principal, leaving bondholders stuck with 
instruments that could not be redeemed. 

Even more extraordinary was the pedi- 
gree of some of the debt that had been 
rolled into the 4% Consuls. A goodly 
portion can be traced all the way back — 
through multiple debt consolidations and 
restructurings over the generations — to 
the economic crisis following the collapse 
of the South Sea Bubble in 1720. Over 
the years, that debt had been rolled over 
to finance the Napoleonic and Crimean 
wars, as well as the emancipation of Brit- 
ish slaves in 1835. 

In our day, public indebtedness has 
reached calamitous levels in nearly every 
country in the world. For some countries, 
including economic powerhouses Japan 
and the United States, the ratio of total 
public debt to GDP has now exceeded 
100 percent, and most other industrial 
countries are not far behind. For the last 
five years, debt in the European Union, 
and Greece in particular, has been front- 
page news, with the recent brinksmanship 
between the Greek government and its 
international creditors providing midsum- 
mer drama for the spectator-driven news 
media. But events in Greece — as well as 
Argentina and many other countries for 
which public debt has become a perma- 
nent feature of political life — provide a 
salutary lesson on the nature of debt for 
Americans contemplating the profligacy 
of their own political leadership. 
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Never mind that the numbers showed that Greece's 
cause was hopeless; paying off, or even paying 
down, her massive debts was and remains 


mathematically impossible. 


Greece’s Path to Poverty 

In recent weeks, the financial crisis that 
has been roiling the European Union 
and Greece in particular for more than 
five years appeared to finally be coming 
to a head. Time after time, Greece had 
insisted on more time, more credit, and 
more debt restructuring, which European 
and international creditors were willing 
to provide. Never mind that the numbers 
showed that Greece’s cause was hope- 
less; paying off, or even paying down, 
her massive debts was and remains math- 
ematically impossible. 

But in May 2010, Greece successfully 
negotiated a massive bailout in the amount 
of €110 billion, courtesy of a “Troika” 
consisting of the International Monetary 
Fund, the European Central Bank, and the 
European Commission. 

But thanks to a worsening recession 
and the inability (and unwillingness) of 
Greek politicians to implement the re- 
forms promised in exchange for the bail- 
out, Greece was back, begging-bowl in 
hand, scarcely a year later. This time the 
amount requested was €130 billion — 
along with restructuring of existing loans 
that included lower interest rates and a 
more than 50-percent reduction in face 
value for bonds held by private investors. 
Despite the reluctance of investors to ac- 
cept such a “haircut,” the second bailout 
was finally approved in February 2012. 

For a time, it appeared that things were 
improving for Greece; economic forecasts 
were upbeat for a country that had endured 
one of the longest and deepest recessions 
in recorded history. But by 2014, it be- 
came apparent that Greece’s was a paper 
recovery fueled by the sale of still more 
government bonds to private investors. 
By late 2014, it was apparent to all that 
Greece was both unwilling and politically 
unable to implement all of the reforms de- 
manded by international creditors, includ- 
ing other member states in the EU. 

Greece’s intransigence was formalized 
with the electoral revolution at the begin- 
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ning of 2015. A coalition of fire-breathing 
leftists, the Syriza Party, swept to power in 
Athens, promising no further concessions 
to international creditors and refusing to 
honor many of the terms of the bailouts 
already extended. If necessary, Greece’s 
brash new prime minister Alexis Tsipras 
promised, Greece would default rather 
than accept any further austerities imposed 
by foreign lenders. 

Of course, the most important foreign 
lenders were other EU nations, whose gov- 
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ernments had pooled their resources to bail 
out Greece with money extracted from their 
own taxpayers. Thus Germany was owed 
€56 billion, France €42 billion, Italy €37 
billion, Spain €25 billion, and the rest of the 
Eurozone a combined €34 billion. 

The new Greek government made it 
clear that the numbers still weren’t add- 
ing up. In order to remain solvent, Greece 
would require yet another bailout and 
more restructuring of existing loans. The 
Greeks were given a respite of a few 
months while further negotiations with 
international creditors ensued. But as the 
year advanced, it became increasingly ap- 
parent that this time around, neither side 
was willing to offer further concessions. 

By June, with a critical payment coming 
due on a tranche of debt owed to the IMF 
(which contributed €32 billion to Greece’s 
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Papered over: Fiat currency, paper and digital money not backed by any commodity such as gold 
or silver, has been a scourge of humanity. Left in the hands of bankers and politicians, inflationary 
fiat money tends to lose value rapidly, eventually becoming like these banknotes in post-World 


War | Germany — worthless, except as wallpaper. 
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two bailouts), Greece held firm: default 
rather than capitulation. On the last day of 
June, Greece failed to make the required 
payment to the IMF, becoming the first 
developed nation to default to the interna- 
tional organization. 

There followed in the first week of July a 
national referendum, in which Greek voters 
overwhelmingly upheld the sentiment of 
Tsipras (as well as the hard-pressed taxpay- 
ers in other EU countries) to default rather 
than submit to more austerities. 

But within days, Greece went back to 
negotiations with its creditors, and on July 
13, a third bailout to stave off Greek bank- 
ruptcy and “Grexit” (Greek exit from the 
Eurozone) was announced. At the time of 
this writing, the terms of the bailout are 
still being negotiated, and approval by 
several national parliaments will entail 
further delay. But €86 billion is under dis- 
cussion, in exchange for a fire sale of most 
of Greece’s public assets — including air- 
ports, seaports, energy infrastructure, and 
public lands — to foreign interests, espe- 
cialy Germany. Although the Greek crisis 
has yet again receded from the headlines, 
Greece remains a bankrupt, prostrate nation 
unable to pay its debts — a circumstance no 
feasible bailout amount can rectify. 

Most level-headed observers under- 
stand this. Even avowed Keynesian 
economist Paul Krugman has advocated 
a Grexit, followed by the reissuance of 
sovereign Greece’s old currency, the 
drachma, as the only conceivable fix to 
the situation. Bankers at the IMF, ECB, 
and elsewhere, as well as politicians in 
Germany, France, and other European 
countries, are no less aware of the num- 
bers: Greece’s current national debt, 
pegged at more than €323 billion and ris- 
ing fast, cannot be paid. 


Who Wants This? 

Moreover, popular sentiment in both 
Greece and the rest of the EU clearly fa- 
vors a Grexit, albeit for different reasons. 
Greeks understand well that further debt 
servicing will come with unacceptable 
strings attached — strings that will leave 
their children and grandchildren in per- 
manent vassalage to the rest of Europe, 
and the “international community” as a 
whole. The rest of Europe is tired of pay- 
ing Greece’s debts, debts accumulated as 
a result of government profligacy and cor- 
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Betrayal: Greek Prime Minister Alexis Tsipras is facing revolt by many members of his own 
Syriza Party for breaking his campaign promise not to give in to any more austerity measures 
imposed by international creditors. He plans to explain his about-face in September. 


ruption on a scale that would make many 
so-called Third World countries blush. 

Yet in the end, the negotiations drag on 
and on, as Greece hopes for yet another 
debt lifeline to help service its existing 
obligations. 

The Greek and Eurozone crisis, contrary 
to what many assume, is not at heart an eco- 
nomic or financial issue; it is political. Back 
in January, Jeremy Stretch, a banker with 
Canadian bank CIBC, gave voice to the 
overarching concern held by international- 
ists regarding the prospect of a Grexit: 


Well of course if there were to be a 
member leaving the euro zone that 
is a precedent and that I think would 
be an unfortunate one for the zone 
as a whole because of course it has 
always been assumed and always 
been highlighted by the powers that 
be that joining the euro is an irre- 
vocable process. I think that would 
be the obvious initial interpretation 
of the potential exit of Greece.... So 
I think we have this ... problem ... 
that one member leaving breaks that 
irrevocable nature of the euro zone. 
And of course then that does poten- 
tially open the floodgates for others 
should they also run into difficulties 
over time as to potentially looking at 
an opportunity to leave the system. 


European officials frequently claim, in 
effect, that members of the Eurozone — 
like the doomed inhabitants of a Roach 


Motel — can check in, but can never 
check out. Membership in the Eurozone is 
“irrevocable” said EC spokeswoman An- 
nika Breidthardt in January, adding that 
there existed no legal mechanisms for a 
member to leave. Many supporters of the 
Eurozone, such as Spanish economist José 
Maria Gay de Liébana, have warned of a 
“domino effect,” whereby a Greek exit 
will set a precedent for other European 
countries with faltering economies, such 
as Spain and Portugal, to follow suit. 

And that is the real issue. The Eurozone 
— like the European Union and the entire 
continent-wide apparatus of governing 
what has in effect become a superstate, 
complete with its own parliament, laws, 
and banking system — is designed to be 
involuntary and permanent. In the long 
run, the European Union is but one siz- 
able piece of the globalist project that aims 
to assemble a single world government out 
of various regional governments such as 
the EU. But for that long-term goal to be 
achieved, the European Union and the Eu- 
rozone must be inviolate. 

Seen in this context, a Greek exit from 
the Eurozone could trigger other defec- 
tions that could set the globalist project 
back for generations. It is not merely an- 
other case of a deadbeat country setting 
aside international credit obligations; it 
could be the event that puts the entire re- 
gional government project into reverse, 
after decades of advance. This, and not 
any economic concerns, is the real issue 
upon which the Greek crisis hinges. 
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The center cannot hold: Greek demonstrators, furious at yet another betrayal by their 
government, vent their anger in Athens. Greece has been rocked by civil unrest for years, and 
more of the same is likely, as yet more tax hikes and other austerities take hold. 


As aresullt, all of the parties to the Greek 
(and larger Eurozone) financial crisis are 
acting irrationally, from an economic point 
of view. The debt crisis in the Eurozone 
will never end, and the unavoidable long- 
term consequence of endless bailouts and 
postponing the economic day of reckoning 
will systematically reduce all of Europe to 
abject poverty and to serfdom. But such 
considerations are secondary to the real 
goals of the project of European integra- 
tion. The purpose of the EU and the Euro- 
zone is to consolidate political power by 
creating a consensual continent-wide im- 
perium. The economic welfare of ordinary 
Europeans is no more a concern than was 
the individual welfare of the subjects of 
the former Soviet Union, or of the inhabit- 
ants of the ancient Roman Empire, or the 
populaces of any of the powerful empires 
that have come and gone. The modern Eu- 
ropean Union is perhaps unique in history, 
though, for being an order created entirely 
by deception and consent (of the leaders), 
not by military conquest. And as the Greek 
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crisis has made abundantly clear, it is to be 
sustained, at least for now, by debt. 

By contrast, consider the situation in 
Argentina. In 2001, Argentina — a mod- 
ern country with a much larger population 
and economy than Greece’s — defaulted 
on nearly $100 billion in debt. It was the 
seventh default in Argentine history and, at 
the time, the largest ever. Argentina even- 
tually managed to restructure and pay off 
the portion of debt that it owed to the IMF, 
but has refused ever since to repay the rest, 
owed to various international bankers and 
investment funds. Argentina’s default trig- 
gered an acute social, economic, and po- 
litical crisis that included the fall of several 
governments, bank runs, civil unrest, and 
a horrific crime wave. But after several 
years, the Argentine economy — bolstered 
by high international demand for its com- 
modity exports — recovered and even 
prospered. Argentina has not returned to the 
international debt markets, financing gov- 
ernment expenses via taxation and internal 
creditors. Argentina’s economy has lost 
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some of its luster in recent years, but the 
South American country, by all accounts, 
has weathered the storm. Current president 
Cristina Kirchner has rebuffed all attempts 
by international creditors to reclaim assets 
lost in Argentina’s default, claiming, with 
some plausibility, that many of those debts 
were incurred by illegitimate military dic- 
tators. And she has so far managed to stare 
down the “vulture capitalists,” to consider- 
able popular acclaim. 

Why has Argentina — a huge, wealthy 
South American country — gotten away 
with default, whereas Greece — a small, 
underdeveloped Mediterranean country 
— been kept in thrall? The answer is that 
Greece, as a member of the Eurozone, 
cannot be permitted to flout the will of the 
architects of the new European order, an 
order that is very much a template for the 
rest of the world. Argentina, by contrast, is 
at the periphery of the globalist Game of 
Thrones; an Argentine default threatened 
no part of the architecture of world order, 
and set no precedent of any consequence. 


As banking dynasties of every age have 
grasped, debt is an immensely powerful 
tool. More even than conquering armies, 
debt can keep rulers and ruled alike in 
thrall. Yet unlike conquering armies, debt 
holds little fear for most, and is often dis- 
missed by politicians and citizens alike as 
an exaggerated danger. 

In the age-old game of government debt, 
political leaders appear to hold the trump 
card: If repayments become too onerous 
or creditors too overbearing, governments 
can always walk away from debt. After all, 
sovereign national governments — unlike 
private debtors — cannot be rounded up and 
jailed for credit fraud. Their domestic physi- 
cal assets cannot be confiscated, except by 
military force, and their leaders cannot have 
their wages garnished. It is tempting to view 
public debt — like the choice to engage in 
war — as something over which national 
governments have the final say. 

Because of this illusion, demagogues 
such as Greece’s Prime Minister Alexis 
Tsipras and Argentina’s President Cris- 
tina Kirchner can score popular points 
with threats to default. Even in the United 
States, the notion that America can sim- 
ply default on her massive debts is grow- 
ing in popularity. 
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But the political reality is far different. 
Throughout history, governments — like 
private citizens — have had to rely on debt, 
especially to finance unforeseen setbacks, 
such as wars. Frugality and repayment of 
debts have always been the best policy, but 
are not always possible in reality. 

Why, then, are debts, once incurred, so 
persistent? Debts are a form of contract, a 
promise to take future action in accordance 
with a present agreement. Promises and 
contracts are foundational elements of any 
extended society, because they are the basis 
for trust. Trust is, in effect, the belief that 
someone with whom you have an agree- 
ment will in fact fulfill it; because so many 
tasks require cooperation to complete, trust 
is the fundamental characteristic of any so- 
cial endeavor. It is the underlying presump- 
tion of all teamwork, collaboration, and 
delegation, for example. The inclination to 
trust others is indispensable for social be- 
havior; but because we all have the capacity 
to commit breaches of trust, human society 
has buttressed trust with mechanisms for 
formalizing contracts and for enforcement 
of their terms. 

The betrayal of trust has ever been one 
of man’s most antisocial acts, whether it 
take the form of an adulterous spouse, a 
lying business associate — or a delinquent 
debtor. Various forms of betrayal of trust 
— marital infidelity, the abuse of children, 
slander, perjury, embezzlement, and so 
forth — have always drawn harsh social 
and legal penalties. 

Bankers and other creditors understand 
this very well. Their business depends on 
the majority of debtors being trustworthy. 
But it also depends upon mechanisms to 
compel delinquent debtors to pay up. For 
private citizens, banks would be much 
more reluctant to lend money if they had 
no assurance of being able to confiscate 
assets of deadbeat debtors, and otherwise 
inflict hardship — such as financial penal- 
ties, prison terms, garnishment of wages, 
and the like — on them. 

The problem with governments, of 
course, is that they are not so easily 
brought to heel by lenders, even powerful 
international banks. The only way that a 
sovereign government unwilling to pay its 
debts can be forced into compliance is by 
coercive action by some other sovereign 
entity. For this reason, international bank- 
ers have always been willing to finance 
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wars — as long as they extend loans to 
all sides. Governments that lose wars are 
often ill-disposed to make good on debts 
— but banks with a stake in both the win- 
ning and losing side can use their leverage 
to compel the winners to force the losers 
to pay up. 

This is, in effect, what happened at the 
end of the First World War, when the Al- 
lies forced the Axis powers — especially 
Germany — to capitulate to punitive repa- 
rations. Of course, there is little to prevent 
the winners from also repudiating their 
debt, except for the matter of trust. The 
winners of wars, like successful investors, 
generally consider wartime debt money 
well spent, and have every reason to make 
good, ensuring that their creditworthiness 
for future wars stays intact. 

Since the end of the Second World 
War, however, international credit has op- 
erated differently. For one thing, in addi- 
tion to privately held international banks, 
truly international organizations such as 
the IMF have become sources of credit, 
as have state banks such as the Federal 
Reserve and the European Central Bank. 
Because the world money supply is no 
longer tied to a commodity such as gold, 
the money available for credit can be 
created at whim, for political purposes. 
This means that international lenders now 
have a powerful coercive tool at their dis- 
posal, at once more subtle and potentially 
more devastating even than a conquering 


Another decade, another default: 
Argentina once again went into technical 
default in July, raising fears of another 
catastrophic economic meltdown like 

a previous one 13 years ago. However, 
unlike Greece, Argentina’s economic woes 
do not threaten the entire international 
system set up by globalists since World 
War II, so it is being ignored by the 
establishment media. 


army: the ability to destroy a nation’s 
economy overnight, by cutting off its 
money supply. 

This summer’s episode of the Greek fi- 
nancial tragedy featured a currency crisis 
in which Greek banks literally ran out of 
money. This happened because the Greek 
currency, the euro, is created by the Eu- 
ropean Central Bank; when Greece dug 
in its heels, the ECB stopped shipments 
of euros. Within days, the government of 
Greece placed limits on currency with- 
drawals from ATMs, and the country came 
to a virtual standstill. 

Another feature of the modern finan- 
cial system is the free movement of assets 
worldwide, often at the stroke of a comput- 
er key. This means that most governments 
have assets in banks all over the world, 
making such properties vulnerable to sei- 
zure by foreign powers or by international 
bankers backed by the authority of the ever- 
growing body of international controls and 
regulations. Argentina has had many of her 
overseas assets confiscated, and Greece 
will likely suffer the same fate. 


America’s Financial Future 

In this way, the modern international pub- 
lic-private credit cartel can compel even 
sovereign states to heel. And the United 
States of America, in the long run, will 
not be immune. For the moment, the U.S. 
dollar is the international currency, which 
means that, for the moment, no interna- 
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tional power can threaten to cut off the 
U.S. money supply should our own debt 
rise to unmanageable levels. The United 
States, even in the modern fiat money fi- 
nancial system, enjoys a unique degree of 
leverage over even the likes of the IMF 
and the largest international banks. 

But that may not be the case much long- 
er. Since the Bretton Woods conference in 
1944, where the modern international fi- 
nancial system was set up by the likes of 
British economist John Maynard Keynes 
and American Treasury Department of- 
ficial (and communist spy) Harry Dexter 
White, internationalists have been arguing 
for the creation of a truly international fiat 
currency, issued by the likes of the IMF. 
At Bretton Woods, Keynes proposed the 
Bancor for the postwar global currency, 
but the politics of the day forced him to 
accept the American dollar instead, a state 
of affairs that still exists. 

For internal accounting purposes, the 
IMF does make use of SDRs, or Special 
Drawing Rights. For many years, inter- 
nationalists have proposed converting 
SDRs into a bona fide global currency, 
and such calls have intensified with the 
weakening of the American economy 
since the Great Recession. Many foreign 
powers, such as China and Russia, are 
increasingly leery of using dollars in in- 
ternational commerce, given the very real 


prospect that the American government 
will seek to print its way out of debt — 
and devalue the dollar in the process. 

The most striking feature of the modern 
debt crisis is that so little of it has been 
incurred by war. Countries such as Greece, 
Portugal, Spain, Ireland, and Italy have not 
fought in major mobilizing conflicts since 
the Second World War. The United States 
has dramatically increased its national 
debt through the many “wars of choice” 
it has embarked upon in the past quarter 
century, but a huge amount of our overall 
indebtedness is also due to welfare pro- 
grams, safety nets, pensions, subsidies to 
private enterprise, and other peacetime ex- 
penditures. In other words, much of mod- 
ern government debt is taken on by choice, 
not forced by wartime, natural disaster, or 
other unforeseeable circumstances. 

In the case of Greece, there can be lit- 
tle question that, as critics have charged, 
Greece is seemingly addicted to welfarism. 
The same, in varying degrees, can be said 
of other heavily indebted Western nations, 
including the United States. The modern 
welfare state has been the mechanism by 
which governments — and their citizenries 
— are being reduced to vassalage under the 
new international order. The power of the 
debt contract is being exploited and distort- 
ed by globalists to accomplish what open 
conquest by arms cannot. 


Debt and taxes: The national debt clock (which currently stands above $18.3 trillion) is little 
more than an idle curiosity for those who cannot imagine America ever enduring what Greece and 
Argentina are now experiencing. But tax hikes and a decline in standard of living required to pay 
off our national debt are certain. The longer we postpone the day of reckoning, the worse will be 
the social, political, and economic consequences. 
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The only remedy for avoiding Greece’s 
fate is for America to reduce the size and 
cost of government and drastically re- 
duce the amount of debt. This will entail 
making what have become hard choices. 
Americans, like most Europeans, have 
become accustomed to government 
doing for them what their forebears did 
for themselves. Businessmen, research- 
ers, manufacturers, investors, farmers, 
and many other professional sectors have 
come to rely on government grants and 
handouts to be competitive within their 
professions. Students now expect the 
government to subsidize their education. 
And now, Americans expect the govern- 
ment to pay for their medical care, sub- 
sidize their mortgages, and provide for 
their retirement. In some cases, such as 
ObamaCare and Social Security, opting 
out of the system is not a legal option. 
And all of these programs are paid for, 
in large part, by ever-increasing loads of 
government debt. 

America now spends several hundred 
billion dollars annually on debt interest 
alone. This figure will rise vertiginously 
when interest rates themselves begin to rise 
once again. By 2020, interest on the debt is 
forecast to exceed the entire annual defense 
budget, unless America reverses course. 

We are approaching the point of no re- 
turn, which Greece and several other Eu- 
ropean countries passed some years ago. 
At some time in the fairly near future, the 
USS. dollar will probably cease to be the 
world’s international currency, and the 
United States will be stripped of what lit- 
tle leverage it has left against international 
creditors. Thanks to the debt our leaders 
have heaped upon us, we have already 
lost much of the independence that was 
our forebears’ birthright. 

If national bankruptcy arrives, we will 
tue the day we first accepted the blandish- 
ments of international creditors and the 
politicians they control. The collapse of the 
American economy will make the Greek 
and Argentine debacles seem like soirées 
by comparison, as publicly owned assets 
are sold off to foreign bidders and tens of 
millions of Americans see their savings 
wiped out, their banks and ATMs shuttered, 
and their pensions, Medicare, and Social 
Security checks rendered worthless. May 
we take the example of Greece to heart and 
change course in time. 
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OBAMA'S “COMMUNTTY §CHOOLG! 


Aim to Replace Parents 


While proposed new rules would not get America to U.S. Secretary of Education Arne 
Duncan’s plans for 24-hour-a-day school, they will go a long way in that direction. 


by Alex Newman 


tration are plotting to unconstitution- 

ally commandeer local schools and 
turn them into “full-service community 
schools” — government centers that will 
usurp vast new responsibilities over chil- 
dren that have traditionally been handled 
by parents and families. Under the plan, 
adopted in the Senate last month as part 
of a massive education bill solidifying 
federal control over children and schools, 
federally funded so-called community 
schools will target families and children 
for “services” covering their “academic, 
physical, social, emotional, health, mental 
health, and other needs.” If Congress and 
the Obama administration get their way, 
these full-service parent-replacement cen- 
ters will soon be coming to a community 
near you, along with the swarms of gov- 
ernment workers in charge of home visi- 
tation and parenting education under the 


L awmakers and the Obama adminis- 
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program. In fact, even without legislation 
to authorize it, Obama’s education bureau- 
cracy has already started using tax funds to 
create the community schools nationwide. 

So what, exactly, is a community 
school? According to the legislation, it is 
a government-run elementary or second- 
ary school that “participates in a commu- 
nity-based effort to coordinate and inte- 
grate educational, developmental, family, 
health, and other comprehensive services 
through community-based organizations 
and public and private partnerships.” 
These Orwellian schools will also pro- 
vide “services” to students, families, and 
the community, including before and after 
school, during weekends, and even during 
the summer. A 2014 Federal Register no- 
tice by the federal Department of Educa- 
tion announcing lawless grants for com- 
munity schools defines them in a similar 
way. In other words, children ensnared by 
community schools can spend virtually 
all of their time there and receive all of 


their “services” there — one step short of 
Obama Education Secretary Arne Dun- 
can’s recent pitch for government board- 
ing schools that he said should have chil- 
dren 24 hours per day, seven days a week. 


Covered by Community Schools 

A broad array of government “services” 
should be provided by the community 
schools. The list of those, outlined in the 
Democrat-sponsored legislation, is bewil- 
dering. Among them: home visitation ser- 
vices by teachers and nurses; early child- 
hood education; primary health and dental 
care; “mental health counseling services”; 
“nutrition services”; remedial education 
activities and enrichment activities, in- 
cluding expanded learning time; summer 
or after-school enrichment and learning 
experiences; programs that promote “fam- 
ily literacy”; programs under Head Start 
and Early Head Start; mentoring and other 
youth development programs, including 
peer mentoring and conflict mediation; 
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Parents can receive home visits from the swarms of 
federally funded school bureaucrats — in addition to 
parenting lessons from Big Brother on how to care for 


Big Brothers children. 


parent leadership development activities; 
parenting education activities; child care 
services; community service and service- 
learning opportunities; developmentally 
appropriate physical education; job train- 
ing, internship opportunities, and career 
counseling services; adult education, in- 
cluding instruction in English as a second 
language; juvenile crime prevention and 
rehabilitation programs; homeless pre- 
vention services; and undefined “other 
services.” 

Essentially, these Obama-backed com- 
munity schools will become your child’s 
parents, nanny, educator, doctor, dentist, 
food source, psychiatrist, and more. It 
was not immediately clear whether hugs 
would be included, but practically ev- 
erything else is. In other words, these 
schools will expand and accelerate the 
ongoing usurpation of the role of families 
and parents in raising the next generation 
of Americans. And just in case, parents 
can receive home visits from the swarms 
of federally funded school bureaucrats 


— in addition to parenting lessons from 
Big Brother on how to care for Big 
Brother’s children. The federally funded, 
full-service community schools will also 
be monitoring families at the behest of 
Big Brother, with tax funding allocated 
to help the parental-replacement centers 
create data-collection systems aimed at 
knowing everything about everyone. 
The radical legislation to turn federally 
controlled schools into federally con- 
trolled overseers of all aspects of a child’s 
life, though sponsored by Democrats, was 
able to pass thanks to Republicans. While 
introduced as a stand-alone bill, it was at- 
tached as an amendment to the equally 
radical “Every Student Achieves Act” 
that was passed by the GOP-controlled 
Senate on July 16. The similar “Student 
Success Act” was passed by the Republi- 
can-dominated House of Representatives 
on July 9. Now, the two versions of the 
legislation, which purport to reauthorize 
a dizzying array of unconstitutional fed- 
eral “education” schemes, must be put 
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Washington, where every concern becomes a law: Senator Sherrod Brown (D-Ohio), who 
sponsored the community schools amendment and has a 22-percent cumulative Freedom Index 
score, cited “challenges at home” for children as justification for the scheme. 
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together in conference. Obama already 
supports the “bipartisan” legislation and 
plans to sign it, the White House indicat- 
ed in a statement. 

Senator Sherrod Brown (D-Ohio), the 
chief sponsor of the “community schools” 
measure in the Senate, celebrated his 
success. “Challenges at home can under- 
mine classroom performance and leave 
students struggling to keep up,” Brown 
said. “Community schools have a proven 
track record of connecting students and 
their families to critical services. This 
amendment will help expand this model 
so more students can access essential 
resources like medical care and after- 
school care. This will ensure that students 
can focus their attention on succeeding in 
school.” House Democratic Whip Steny 
Hoyer (D-Md.), who has been pushing 
the same legislation in the House, praised 
the Senate for taking a “major step for- 
ward to promote the full-service commu- 
nity schools model across the country.” 
“IT hope the House and Senate will go to 
conference soon and produce a final ver- 
sion that includes support for full-service 
community schools,” Hoyer added in a 
statement. 


Unleashing the Legislation 
Under the legislation, the education sec- 
retary would be empowered to uncon- 
stitutionally hand out taxpayer funds 
to “entities,” schools, and state govern- 
ments that help “integrate multiple ser- 
vices into a comprehensive, coordinated 
continuum supported by research-based 
activities that achieve the performance 
goals ... to meet the holistic needs 
of children.” Secretary Duncan, who 
openly boasts of turning your children 
into “green” and “global” citizens with 
his “global partner” UNESCO via the 
“weapon” of education, will also receive 
some high-level assistance in the effort. 
The bill establishes a “Full-Service 
Community Schools Advisory Com- 
mittee” consisting of the secretary of 
education, the U.S. attorney general, the 
secretary of agriculture, the secretary of 
health and human services, and the sec- 
retary of labor. Parents, of course, will 
not be invited to sit on the board. 

To obtain a “grant,” the entities ap- 
plying need to submit a “comprehensive 
plan” that includes a “needs assessment 
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What role for parents? As the state usurps a growing fale in childrearing under the “community 
schools” agenda, children such as these Missouri kindergartners eating dinner at a government 


school will hardly need their parents. 


that identifies the academic, physical, so- 
cial, emotional, health, mental health, and 
other needs of students, families, and com- 
munity residents.” The plan also needs to 
show “an increase in the percentage of 
families and students targeted for services 
each year of the program.” And those “ser- 
vices” need to be geared toward making 
sure children “are ready for school,” are 
“physically, mentally, socially, and emo- 
tionally healthy,” and are “contributing to 
their communities.” Of course, that gov- 
ernment-funded plan for children sounds 
a lot like the traditional role of parents. 
The “services” should also aim to create 
neighborhoods that are “safe and provide 
a positive climate for learning that is free 
from bullying or harassment.” In essence, 
then, the sky is the limit. 

The legislation also aims to “provide 
support for the planning, implementation, 
and operation of full-service community 
schools”; “improve the coordination and 
integration, accessibility, and effective- 
ness of services for children and families”; 
“ensure that children have the physical, 
social, and emotional well-being to come 
to school ready to engage in the learning 
process every day”; “facilitate the coor- 
dination and integration of programs and 
services operated by community-based 
organizations, nonprofit organizations, 
and State, local, and tribal governments”; 
and “engage students as resources to their 
communities.” 
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Despite the lack of any statutory or 
constitutional authority to do so, Obama’s 
Department of Education has been busy 
pushing and funding community schools 
since at least last year. “The awards will 
help encourage a coordinated and inte- 
grated set of comprehensive academic, 
social, and health services that respond 
to the needs of its students, their families, 
and community members,” the bureau- 
cracy boasts online about a grant program 
it developed to finance the machinations 
in states and cities across America. There 
are already an estimated 5,000 community 
schools recently established nationwide, 
according to news reports. If the measure 
gets signed into law, Americans can expect 
thousands more. 

Secretary Duncan, in a statement con- 
gratulating his department for spend- 
ing millions of tax dollars promoting 
the scheme, also celebrated the Brave 
New Schools he is helping to unleash on 
America. “Across the nation, we’ve seen 
schools come together to partner with key 
organizations to support comprehensive 
services for students and their families 
in some of our toughest communities,” 
he said last year while lawlessly handing 
out $5 million of your money to create 
the parental-replacement centers. “Great 
schools require the entire community to 
work together, and these grants will help 
leverage our resources to create a range 
of wraparound services that help all stu- 


dents grow in the classroom, and gradu- 
ate ready for college and their careers.” 
Duncan’s “cradle-to-career” education- 
reform agenda, as he calls it, is essen- 
tially a blueprint for total indoctrination 
and ultimately, tyranny. 

Critics, though, are speaking out force- 
fully about the agenda. “This is modeled 
after the Soviet system,” said Charlotte 
Iserbyt, author of the book Deliberate 
Dumbing Down of America and a former 
senior policy advisor at the U.S. Depart- 
ment of Education. “It is part of a long- 
range plan outlined by the Carnegie Cor- 
poration to abolish local elected boards 
and use education to transform America 
from a capitalist system to a planned 
economy. The charter schools are a huge 
part of this agenda too because they al- 
ready do not have elected boards, and the 
plan is to have unelected commissions and 
boards, at the same time as we move away 
from local tax funding of schools. We are 
watching it all happen right now. The sim- 
plest solution is to cut the international/ 
federal/state umbilical cord!” Iserbyt also 
linked the scheme to a 2013 policy paper 
by Mare Tucker, written for the ultra- 
left, Obama-aligned Center for American 
Progress, calling for a total end of local 
control over schooling. 

The “full-service community schools” 
component of the education bills passed 
by Congress is a relatively tiny part of the 
overall legislation. As reported by THE 
NEw AMERICAN last month, the broader 
bills are packed with attacks on real edu- 
cation, local control of schools, student 
and family privacy, and the rights of par- 
ents. Despite false campaign promises by 
Republicans to rein in the Obama admin- 
istration, the legislation also purports to 
reauthorize a plethora of unconstitutional 
federal “education” schemes — including 
the same draconian tools Obama has law- 
lessly used to nationalize and dumb down 
education through the hugely unpopular 
Common Core standards. 

If the American people hope to remain 
free, real education and strong families 
are key. Obama and his allies in Congress 
know that, hence the full-fledged assault 
on real education, families, local control 
of schools, and parental rights. American 
parents, teachers, and taxpayers must un- 
derstand all of that, too — and demand that 
their elected officials act accordingly. Hl 
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CULTURE 


Now that the definition of marriage has been undone by U.S. courts, some are already 
calling for human-robot “marriage.” After all, marriage is now just about “sex’ and “love.” 


by Selwyn Duke 


“R obot-human marriage is not 


about robot rights; it is about 

the right of a human to choose 
to marry a robot.” Upon reading the pre- 
ceding line, one could wonder, “Is this not 
satire? Has a careless click of the mouse 
landed me at the Onion?” But the quota- 
tion is actually from S/ate and was written 
by one Gary Marchant — a Lincoln pro- 
fessor of emerging technologies, law, and 
ethics at Arizona State University. 

During the marriage battles of the last 
decade, the institution’s defenders warned 
again and again of the slippery slope, of 
how rubber-stamping faux marriage (“gay 
marriage”) would lead to the acceptance 
of polygamy, inter-species marriage, and 
beyond. And faux marriage apologists said 
again and again that this was nonsense. But 
as I pointed out repeatedly over the years, 
the latter have not redefined marriage, as 
they’ve been accused of doing. They have 
“undefined” it; they have, unwittingly or 
not, removed all boundaries. And some- 
thing without a definition is nothing — 
thus does an undefinition exclude nothing, 
apparently not even making The Stepford 
Wives a reality. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 
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And Professor Marchant makes no 
bones about his position, unabashedly 
stating in his subtitle, “Humans should 
be able to marry robots.” He then in his 
piece’s body addresses the matter of where 
the slippery slope will take us: 


one company recently announced that 
it was developing a sexbot with arti- 
ficial intelligence that can talk back 
and express emotions.... The first to 
explore and benefit from robot-human 
sexual relationships may be individu- 


Robot-human marriages might be 
next on the list. Probably not soon, 
admittedly, but it nevertheless will 
be an inevitable part of our future.... 
There has recently been a burst of 
cogent accounts of human-robot sex 
and love in popular culture: Her and 
Ex Machina, the AMC drama series 
Humans, and the novel Love in the 
Age of Mechanical Reproduction. 
These fictional accounts of human- 
robot romantic relationships follow 
David Levy’s compelling, even if re- 
luctant, argument for the inevitability 
of human-robot love and sex in his 
2007 work Love and Sex With Ro- 
bots. If you don’t think human-robot 
sex and love will be a growing reality 
of the future, read Levy’s book, and 
you will be convinced. 

Or just look at the marketplace. Sex 
“dolls” have become more and more 
realistic in appearance and touch, and 


als with physical or psychological 
impairments that limit their ability to 
have sex with other people. 

... But with sex and love will come 
calls for the right to marry. Indeed, 
there are already examples of people 
(OK, men) who want or claim to be 
married to their robot. 


It’s easy to see where this could lead. One 
could imagine a special-interest group 
screaming that they’re being denied their 
one chance at “love” by an intolerant so- 
ciety beset by “haters.” And they’d be able 
to cite pseudo-intellectual justifications 
long propounded by enlightened thinkers, 
such as that fellow Marchant, who wrote 
way back in 2015, “The first principle 
[governing these matters] is individual au- 
tonomy, the right of each of us to decide 
our own private choices and intimate re- 
lationships.” As to this, one could suspect 
that the professor has penned his piece 
precisely because he hopes to be viewed 
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some decades hence as a groundbreaker, a 
man ahead of his time. 

Yet it’s no ad hominem attack to say 
there is something profoundly childish 
about stating “Humans should be able to 
marry robots.” One certainly could imag- 
ine the remark passing the lips of a filled- 
with-fancy five-year-old. Why, in kinder- 
garten or first grade (I forget exactly) we 
children went through a phase in which, 
modeling adults and playing pretend, 
we’d say things such as “I married Lisa.” 
Of course, our understanding of marriage 
was rudimentary and childlike, but not as 
childish as adults (chronologically, any- 
way) who won’t even seriously ask the 
basic question here: What is marriage? 

After all, how can you determine there 
is a right to a thing without first determin- 
ing what that thing is? 

If marriage is not the union of a man 
and woman, is it the union of any two 
adults? Any two people? Any two sentient 
beings (for when we discover the little 
green men)? Any two things? What is it? 

Marchant seems to believe it’s about 
“sex and love,” although he doesn’t de- 
fine what kind of sex or what constitutes 
true love (perhaps that’s above the mod- 
ern ethicist’s pay grade). But it wasn’t that 
long ago that the counter-culture commis- 
sars would scoff as they cohabited and say, 
“T don’t need a piece of paper to validate 
my love!” Why is it that their ideological 
inheritors now think they do? 

The reality is that, to paraphrase former 
presidential candidate and ambassador 
Alan Keyes, marriage is not about self-ful- 
fillment or rights; these are selfish motiva- 
tions. Marriage is about providing a vehicle 
through which spouses will be encouraged 
to fulfill their responsibilities to their chil- 
dren and to each other. And, of course, this 
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applies to couples who can in principle (not 
necessarily in the particular) have children 
— namely, opposite-sex couples. 

Some will mention that government ben- 
efits accrue to the married. First, however, 
this standard was designed to encourage a 
specific institution that benefited society, 
not merely any “relationship” one could 
conjure up. This is why many have suggest- 
ed that if a relationship beyond marriage is 
to enjoy such benefits (a bad idea), it should 
qualify on the basis of being a “domestic 
partnership.” Of course, once “marriage” 
has been undefined and can involve any 
kind of supposedly amorous relationship, it 
has essentially been reduced to a synonym 
for “domestic partnership.” It has then ef- 
fectively been destroyed. 

Having said this, how could a human- 
robot “relationship” qualify as a legitimate 
domestic partnership? This is where it gets 
interesting. At issue here isn’t Robbie the 
Robot with cologne or lipstick, a matter of 
cold steel meeting warm flesh. As Daniel 
H. Wilson wrote at S/ate in 2012: 


Those aren’t the siren love robots of 
the future. Realistic skin, the ability 
to make eye contact, faux breath- 
ing (to avoid that “walking human 
corpse” feel), convincing conversa- 
tional skills, dexterous manipulation 
of objects, and the ability to not walk 
through sliding glass doors — we 
can assume that these things will be 
attainable within the next few dec- 
ades. Consider the PR2 “personal” 
robot from Willow Garage; with 
an open-source brain located in a 
Google cloud, this machine can al- 
ready navigate a home environment 
to fetch beers, load a dishwasher, and 
precisely fold laundry. 


And consider the appeal in a hedonistic 
society. Imagine an android not only so 
realistic that it would be hard to distin- 
guish from the real thing, but that could 
be tailored to its owner’s desires. Thus 
would a man’s sexbot not only have the 
appearance of his dreams, but could be 
programmed to fulfill his deepest fanta- 
sies. The Stepford Wives again comes to 
mind, or the Star Trek episode “I, Mudd,” 
in which a man creates “female” androids 
who, in contrast to his harridan wife, fit 
his conception of the perfect woman. And 
if this comes to pass, you can just imag- 
ine people echoing the scientist in the 80s 
film D.A.R.Y.L. and saying, “A machine 
becomes human when you can’t tell the 
difference anymore.” 

And that really gets at the issue. Just as 
society is confused about what marriage 
is, there is confusion on the question, 
“What is a human?” Note that if atheism 
is correct and we have no souls, we are 
then just some pounds of chemicals and 
water — mere (organic) robots ourselves. 
So in this worldview, recourse to a sexbot 
(or marriage-bot?) would simply amount 
to trading one robot for another. And what 
a trade: You dispense with a cosmic-ac- 
cident automaton and its unplanned hard- 
ware and software — and all the flaws, 
selfishness, and emotional instability that 
entails — and embrace one certainly of 
intelligent design, crafted to cater to your 
every whim. And if there was a problem 
(and if it were anything like Microsoft 
Windows there certainly would be!), 
forget years of expensive psychoanaly- 
sis with its questionable results. One trip 
to the shop and your “significant other” 
would be “right in the head.” 

And that’s what can result when society 
is not right in the head. Not surprisingly, 
another Slate article, advertised for a time 
on the same page as Marchant’s piece, 
asks “Is an Animal a who or a what?” But 
the more basic questions are ignored: “Is 
man a who or a what?” “What is a what 
and what is a who?” And most important 
of all, “Is there such thing as a who?” 

If atheism is correct and we’re mere 
robots, then it wouldn’t be difficult to 
imagine a “right” to marry another robot 
— if, that is, you could credibly imagine 
that rights exist in the first place. Rights, 
after all, have never been the domain of 
things. Hi 
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ANN BIDS BYE-BYE TO AMERICA 


Ann Coulter presents the case in her new book, iAdios, America!, that massive illegal 
immigration represents a threat to the fabric of the country as a whole. 


ANN COULTER 


Author of 10 Wow York Times BesteeMers 


by Steve Byas 


jAdios, America! The Left’s Plan to Turn 
Our Country Into a Third World Hell- 
hole, by Ann Coulter, Washington, D.C.: 
Regnery Publishing, 2015, 400 pages, 
hardcover. 


nn Coulter cares little for political 
Aeros and her sharp tongue 
generates enemies at both ends of 
the political spectrum. To many constitu- 
tional conservatives, for example, her for- 
eign policy views are too aligned with the 
neoconservatives who led the United States 
into the Iraq mess under President Bush. 
Writing in May, Coulter still defended 
the decision to go into Iraq: “There were 
lots of reasons to get rid of Saddam Hussein 
and none to keep him.” However, that’s 
highly debatable. One reason to “keep him” 
is that while Hussein was certainly a brutal 
dictator, at least Iraqi Christians fared better 
under his rule than they do now. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


Liberals, in contrast, detest her for such 
things as the spirited defense of Senator 
Joe McCarthy she mounted in her book 
Treason. 

And sometimes, it is not just her posi- 
tion on a political issue that enrages her 
detractors but the acidic commentary 
she uses to defend her position and as- 
sault those with whom she disagrees. Of 
course, her approach has also won her 
many fans, especially those who like her 
combative tone. 

Her latest book, ;Adios, America!, will 
win her no friends among those who favor 
more immigration into the United States, 
rather than less. Her book is certainly a 
one-sided and negative look at the effects of 
immigration, leaving out that many immi- 
grants are hard workers, and often just want 
to escape the corrupt and violent cultures 
they left behind, and provide their children 
with an opportunity for a better life. 

In fact, throughout the course of Amer- 
ican history, immigrant labor has fueled 
the engines of America’s economic indus- 
trial growth, and immigrants have added 
many benefits to our culture. Some of our 
most patriotic citizens are immigrants who 
have escaped the multiple tyrannical gov- 
ernments of the world, and love America. 

Yet, we cannot turn a blind eye to the 
many problems catalogued by Coulter in 
her own colorful fashion. While most im- 
migrants (rather than “some,” as suggest- 
ed by Donald Trump) are “good people,” 
some are not, and Coulter’s book details 
some of the crime problems generated 
by immigrant gangs, such as drug wars, 
rapes, and murder. 

Another of Coulter’s major arguments 
against large-scale immigration is eco- 
nomic. She sums up her economic argu- 
ment as follows: “Adding another 30 
million poor, unskilled, non-taxpaying, 
welfare-receiving people to America is 
good only for government workers and 
employers who refuse to mechanize their 
operations or pay Americans.” 


The H1-B visa comes under some espe- 
cially harsh criticism in ;Adios, America! 
The H1-B visa program’s stated purpose is 
to attract higher-skilled workers and pro- 
fessionals, supposedly in fields in which 
there is a shortage of those persons who 
are U.S. citizens. But Coulter’s contention 
is that the H1-B visa program is a modern 
form of the old indentured servant system. 
In the early days of colonial America, to 
deal with a shortage of manual labor, es- 
pecially on the larger farms, desperate per- 
sons from Europe (mostly England) would 
sign indentures, or contracts, to work for 
a certain number of years for a particular 
employer. Under the H1-B program, a for- 
eigner who comes to the United States to 
work cannot quit a job because he would 
then risk deportation. Coulter cites evi- 
dence that she believes proves that many 
companies fire their American workers 
and replace them with underpaid foreign 
workers. A person fearing deportation if 
he quits will work for less, she contends. 

This statement touches on the solution 
aspect of the immigration issue, which 
often divides conservatives. Many like 
former Congressman Ron Paul argue that 
ending the “welfare magnet” would solve 
much of the immigration problem. Others 
counter that ending the welfare magnet is 
going to be nearly impossible with waves 
of immigrants who wind up voting for an 
ever-expanding welfare state when they 
obtain U.S. citizenship. Coulter does not 
address Paul’s “welfare magnet” argument 
in her book. 

Also a major theme of ;Adios, Ameri- 
ca! is the history of the political impact 
upon the country because of immigra- 
tion, both legal and illegal. Coulter trac- 
es much of the present leftist trend we 
are experiencing in the United States to 
the 1965 immigration law authored by 
Senator Edward Kennedy. This legisla- 
tion snuffed out quotas for immigrants 
from countries that had traditionally 
populated America — England, Ireland, 
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While most immigrants (rather than “some,” as 
suggested by Donald Trump) are “Sood people,” some 
are not, and Coulter’s book details some of the crime 
problems generated by immigrant gangs, Such as 
drug wars, rapes, and murder. 


and Germany — and added “family re- 
unification policies.” Passed during the 
heyday of President Lyndon Johnson’s 
“Great Society,” Coulter asserts that the 
purpose was largely to improve the for- 
tunes of the Democratic Party by creating 
an ever-expanding underclass inclined to 
vote Democrat. She cites as evidence that 
the Democrats have received a majority 
of the white vote only once since 1948. 

As Democrat consultant Patrick Reddy 
boasted, “It will go down as the Kennedy 
family’s greatest gift to the Democratic 
Party.” 

Apparently, at one time Senator Harry 
Reid (D-Nev.) didn’t have that fact figured 
out, but along the way, he comprehended 
the huge percentage of the immigrant vote 
enjoyed by his party, and he switched his 
position: In 1993, Senator Reid intro- 
duced a bill to clearly end citizenship for 
the children of illegal aliens, arguing that 
the cornucopia of government benefits 
was drawing many poor and low-skilled 
immigrants into America. Reid, speak- 
ing on the floor of the Senate, said, “If 


making it easy to be an illegal alien isn’t 
enough, how about offering a reward 
for being an illegal immigrant? No sane 
country would do that, right? Guess again. 
If you break our laws by entering by en- 
tering this country without permission, 
and give birth to a child, we reward that 
child with U.S. citizenship and guarantee 
full access to all public and social services 
this society provides — and that’s a lot of 
services. Is it any wonder that two-thirds 
of the babies born at taxpayer expense in 
county-run hospitals in Los Angeles are 
born to illegal alien mothers?” 

Too, Coulter makes the case that the 
non-immigrant [or if you prefer, native- 
born] American electorate is not moving 
to the political Left — it is shrinking and 
being replaced by immigrant voters who 
tend to vote socialist. When Democrats 
saw that they were beginning to lose elec- 
tions, she says, they developed an “evil, 
genius plan to change this country by 
restocking it with voters more favorably 
disposed to left-wing policies than [the 
present composition of] Americans.” 


Coulter 


An electoral analysis would seem to 
support Coulter’s thesis that the tide was 
running against the Democratic Party, as 
they lost five of six presidential elections 
between 1968 and 1988, before the ris- 
ing tide of immigration turned Califor- 
nia from a Republican “red” state into 
a Democrat “blue” state. We have gone 
from Republican landslide victories to 
an era of close elections, with Democrats 
usually edging out the Republican nomi- 
nee. Beginning with the 1992 election, 
the Republican presidential candidate has 
captured a majority of the popular vote 
only once (2004). 

Coulter also believes that this im- 
migration effect has transformed the 
Democratic Party from its historic base 
of socially conservative, blue-collar 
workers into a party of urban elites, with 
feminists, untaxed hedge-fund opera- 
tors, and the like dominating the party. 
On the other hand, Coulter argues, the 
Republicans share the blame for their 
own demise because they cannot think 
past the next election. Republican can- 
didates, in need of campaign funds, vote 
to please the big donors who desire the 
cheap labor offered by immigrants. Be- 
cause of this, Republican political lead- 
ers simply kick the can down the road, 
figuring the next generation can take 
care of themselves. 

While many readers of THE NEW AMER- 
ICAN may take issue with some of the so- 
lutions offered by Coulter (such as border 
fences, which Ron Paul and others have 
warned can be used to keep Americans in 
as well as foreigners out and which are 
dubious in their effectiveness), it would 
be difficult to argue that immigration is 
not a serious issue for those who favor 
limited government. This is due to the 
voting patterns of those who immigrate 
into the country. While many immigrants 
are socially conservative on issues such 
as abortion and the like, political data 
indicates that social programs are often 
more important in determining how these 
individuals vote. 

As Ron Paul lamented in his last speech 
in the House of Representatives, “Free- 
dom is a hard sell.” Unfortunately, Paul’s 
lamentation is true far too often not only 
for those born and raised in the United 
States, but also for those who come here 
from the rest of the world to live. Hl 
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Who Ya Gonna Call? 


The female cast of the new, long-awaited 
Ghostbusters remake that is currently in 
production responded to the call of staff 
members at a local hospital in Boston 
last month. 

The Telegraph reported, “Staff at the 
Floating Hospital for Children at Tufts 
Medical Center wrote ‘Who ya gonna 
call?’ on flyers and posted them in the 
hospital’s windows, and the cast — Kris- 
ten Wiig, Melissa McCarthy, Kate McKin- 
non, and Leslie Jones — duly arrived in 
costume, and armed with ghost traps and 
some new proton packs.” 

“Who ya gonna call?” of course is a line 
right out of the Ghostbusters theme song 
by Ray Parker, Jr. 

People magazine reported that mem- 
bers of the cast, who have been filming in 
the neighboring Theater District, spotted 
the signs in the windows and stated that 
they wanted to come make sure the kids 
did not need any help with ghosts. 

Cast members visited patients ranging 
from a few months old to teenagers and 
pretended to scour the hospital for possi- 
ble ghost invaders. One patient could not 
have visitors but wanted a photo with the 
actresses, so to oblige, they posed outside 
of her room and made sure she could be 
seen in the background of the shot. 

“They were a true delight to have 
today,” Brooke Hynes, vice president of 
public affairs and communications for 
Tufts Medical Center, told People. “They 
were so kind to all the kids and their par- 
ents. They took their time in each room.” 

And parents were thrilled by the delight 
the visit brought to their children. 

Valerie Lynn wrote of her son Jaden’s 
experience in a post: “That was wonderful 
of them to take the time to put a smile on 
my son’s face. He’s been through so much 
in his battle against Stage 4 Hodgkin’s 
Lymphoma. This was good for his morale 
and very appreciated.” 


Kind Gestures 


A waitress from Delran, New Jersey, 
showed her gratitude to two firefighters by 
paying for their breakfasts, but when one 
of the firefighters found out she needed 
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help much more than they did, her simple 
act of kindness was rewarded manyfold. 

Today.com reported that waitress Liz 
Woodward, 24, picked up the check for 
two firefighters after they spent an entire 
night battling a fire in New Brunswick on 
July 30. “I had been following the New 
Brunswick fire on the news,’’ Woodward 
told Today.com. “This was their first meal 
in over 24 hours; the least I could do was 
buy it for them for all they do every day.” 

Instead of presenting Tim Young and 
Paul Hullings with a bill, she left them a 
note that reads, “Your breakfast is on me 
today — Thank you for all that you do; 
for serving others & for running into the 
places everyone else runs away from.” 

Young later posted the story and a photo 
of the note to Facebook and encouraged 
locals to eat at the 130 Diner, where 
Woodward works. 

Young also discovered that the wait- 
ress had a GoFundMe page on which she 
was trying to raise $17,000 to purchase a 
wheelchair-accessible van for her father. 

According to the GoFundMe page, 
Woodward’s father had a brain aneurysm 
rupture in 2010 and has since become a 
quadriplegic. Woodward writes: 


He spends his nights and all but a few 
hours of his days in his hospital bed, 
unable to see outside his bedroom 
window. Though he has a wheel- 
chair, we have no way to transport 
him outside of our home so that he 
can interact with the outside world — 
outside of emergency room visits and 
doctor’s appointments. 


Young took to his Facebook page once 
again, to post about his discovery. “Turns 
out, the young lady who gave us a free 
meal is really the one that could use the 
help,” Young wrote. 

Young’s posts were shared thousands of 
times, prompting approximately one thou- 
sand people to donate a total of more than 
$69,000 as of August 4 — $52,000 more 
than her goal. 

“This is just one example of how so many 
people in this world have incredible hearts 
and they pay it forward,” Woodward told 
Today.com. Woodward has kept in touch 


with Hullings and Young, and even intro- 
duced them to her father. 


An Affair to Remember 


Staff at the Melodies Center for Child- 
hood Cancer and Blood Disorders at Al- 
bany Medical Center in New York made 
July 16a memorable day for four-year-old 
Abby, who was diagnosed with leukemia 
last October. 

Abby has a good relationship with all 
of the nurses at the Melodies Center, but 
favors one in particular: Matt Hickling. 

Hickling and his young patient took a 
shine to each other. “I noticed that every 
time she came in, she’d come looking for 
me,” Hickling told Yahoo Parenting. 

In fact, Abby began telling friends and 
family that she was going to be married to 
Hickling. The notion was so precious to 
Hickling that he decided he would grant 
her wish. “Abby told her mom, Renee, that 
she was planning to propose to me,” says 
Hickling. “Renee told me about it ... so I 
thought it would be fun to make it happen.” 

With the help of a hospital social work- 
er and patient life specialist, who served 
as Abby’s bridesmaids in the “ceremony,” 
Hickling and Abby’s nurses and family 
were able to stage an adorable fake wed- 
ding ceremony. 

Staff even reached out to local busi- 
nesses, which donated flowers and a cake 
for the event. 

Hickling donned a tuxedo T-shirt and 
Abby wore a white gown as they exchanged 
ring pops. After the ceremony, Abby sat in a 
toy car that had been decorated with wed- 
ding decorations and was pushed down the 
hallway by her new husband. 

The story of the staged wedding went 
viral after one of the local businesses post- 
ed a video of the event. 

Renee was utterly floored by the kind- 
ness. 

On a Facebook page called Amazing 
Abby, Renee wrote, “I know the people at 
the Melodies Center and know their cre- 
ativity and thoughtfulness but never ex- 
pected all of this. Abby’s response: ‘This 
is the best day ever!’ We are both in awe 
from today’s visit and smiling ear to ear.” Ii 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 


THE NEW AMERICAN @ SEPTEMBER 7, 2015 


RECENI-HISTORY. 


Thirty Years of Projecting the Lines 


THE New AMERICAN has made some amazingly accurate predictions during its first three 
decades of publication, as evidenced by the examples compiled below. 


DANGEROUS DEPENDENCE 
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“Scarce” no more: In our 1990 “Dangerous Dependence” cover story, we broke with 
conventional wisdom by asserting that the United States possessed abundant energy resources 
including oil — long before the reversal in declining U.S. annual oil production. 


by Gary Benoit 


his month marks the 30th anniversary 

' of the THE NEW AMERICAN. On such 

an occasion, it is appropriate to re- 

flect on the magazine’s track record, from 

the accuracy of our facts and the soundness 

of our analysis to the stories we unearthed 
and the influence we’ve exerted. 

We are proud of our track record. But 
there is one recurring theme that seems 
to be particularly striking when review- 
ing the articles we’ve published, and that 
is the extent to which we have accurately 
projected the lines — even (or perhaps, 
especially) in cases where the mainstream 
media was offering contrary projections. 

Below we survey some of the predictions 
we’ve made over the last 30 years, divided 
into 10 categories. We believe you’ll agree 
that these predictions have withstood the 
test of time amazingly well — certainly 
much better than the establishment opinion 
cartel’s analysis on the same subjects. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


1. Energy 

Our October 8, 1990 cover story opined 
that “America was not running out of en- 
ergy in 1973-74 [during the oil embargo], 
and it is not running out of energy today,” 
despite having “become so heavily depen- 
dent on foreign supplies.” 

But why the dangerous dependency? 
“U.S. governmental treatment of our 
enervated energy sector is akin to stran- 
gling a patient, then exclaiming that this 
patient is undergoing an oxygen crisis,” 
we analogized in our 1990 essay. “Indeed 
he is, but this does not mean that the sup- 
ply of oxygen in the atmosphere suddenly 
disappeared. American entrepreneurs will 
be able to alleviate whatever energy woes 
exist just as soon as the government stops 
strangling our free-enterprise system.” 

Regarding oil, we not only cited spe- 
cific examples of where drilling has been 
restricted or prohibited such as in the Arctic 
National Wildlife Refuge (ANWR) in Alas- 
ka, but we also predicted that the develop- 


ment of new recovery techniques would 
result in “deposits now deemed unrecov- 
erable” becoming recoverable. Regard- 
ing “unconventional oil” such as “oil that 
can be extracted from tar deposits or shale 
stone,” we observed: “Should extraction of 
a significant portion of this unconventional 
oil become economical, America’s oil re- 
sources would increase dramatically.” And 
“increase dramatically” America’s oil re- 
sources did, as soon as fracking made the 
unlocking of the oil found in shale forma- 
tions practical and economical. 

Today it is well known that annual 
oil production in the United States has 
been steadily climbing in recent years. 
But when we wrote our 1990 assessment 
about America’s abundant energy resourc- 
es including oil, U.S. annual production 
had been declining for years, seemingly 
supporting M. King Hubbert’s widely ac- 
cepted forecast that U.S. peak oil would 
be reached around 1970. But Hubbert’s 
prediction of peak oil has turned out to be 
premature, to say the least. 


2. Climate Change 

We have on many occasions examined the 
scientific debate regarding global warm- 
ing, and have consistently concluded that 
the prediction of runaway global warming 
is wrong. In our coverage of the subject, 
we have looked at the computer climate- 
change models relied upon by alarmists, 
as well as the actual temperature record 
including the satellite readings, which fail 
to show the dramatic rise in temperature 
that should already have occurred accord- 
ing to the models. We have also pointed 
out that climate-change doomsayers were 
terribly wrong even before making global 
warming their cause célébre, noting in 
the Fall 1993 edition of our “Resilient 
Earth” special report: “Approximately 15 
years ago ... ‘credible’ authorities were 
still warning that the pollution man was 
pumping into the atmosphere would bring 
about a new ice age. Now the doomsay- 
ers are claiming that man-made pollution 
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Congress passed and President Reagan signed into law the so- 
called Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986. Predictably, 
the amnesty component of that landmark bipartisan legislation 
encouraged more illegal border jumping. 


will result, not in global cooling, but in 
catastrophic global warming.” 

Such claims do not seem to have waned 
in the major media. In fact, the establish- 
ment opinion cartel even tells us that run- 
away global warming is taking place, de- 
spite the fact that global warming has now 
been on pause for almost two decades. (See 
our January 19, 2015 online article “NA- 
SA’s Own Data Refutes 2014 ‘Warmest on 
Record’ Claim.”) And the mounting climate 
evidence that has been accumulating with 
the passage of time is undoubtedly caus- 
ing many to distrust the media-propagated 
alarmism. Interestingly, despite the inces- 
sant alarmist propaganda, Gallup reported 
in March of this year that its polls show 
that Americans’ “public worry about global 
warming was higher from 2006 
to 2009 [than now], and higher 
still in 1999 and 2000.” 


3. Agenda 21 

When THE NEw 
AMERICAN covered the 
original United Nations 
“Earth Summit” in Rio 
de Janeiro in 1992, we 
sounded the alarm that 
Agenda 21 — a then-lit- 
tle-known treaty adopted 
by the summit — was a 
“massive global plan 
for regulating the entire 
planet” under the guise of 
achieving sustainable de- 
velopment and protecting 
the environment. 

We continued sounding the 
alarm, hoping to make the con- 
tents of Agenda 21 as widely 
known as possible in order to 
build informed resistance to 
it. In our October 4, 1993 ar- 
ticle “Shackling Planet Earth,” 
we warned that, in Agenda 21, 
“the UN earth saviors ... have 
set forth a truly frightening 
master plan for global popu- 
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Predictable crisis: We have long warned that the political 
establishment’s refusal to secure America’s borders, coupled with 
amnesty and the social-welfare magnet, would bring about a growing 
immigration crisis. The TNA cover shown here was published in 1986. 


lation growth, health care, land-use plan- 
ning, hazardous waste, pesticides, ozone 
depletion, food production and distribu- 
tion, energy production, transportation, 
homeless shelters, drought relief, species 
protection, biotechnology, and regulations 
to ‘protect’ forests, mountains, deserts, 
wetlands, oceans, rivers, streams, lakes, 
coastal waters, etc., ad nauseam.” 

In the same article, we quoted UN/ 
Agenda 21 cheerleader Daniel Sitarz as 
acknowledging that Agenda 21 “proposes 
an array of actions which are intended 
to be implemented by every person on 
Earth” and that its “effective execution ... 
will require a profound reorientation of all 
human society, unlike anything the world 
has ever experienced — a major shift in 


the priorities of both governments and in- 
dividuals and an unprecedented redeploy- 
ment of human and financial resources.” 
These admissions appear in AGENDA 21: 
The Earth Summit Strategy to Save Our 
Planet, a 300-page abridged version of 
the treaty edited by Sitarz and endorsed by 
1992 Earth Summit chief Maurice Strong. 
“Those who cannot (or will not) recog- 
nize in this grand scheme for global central 
planning a green Mein Kampf for the plan- 
et,” we observed, “had better not be caught 
moralizing about the failure of the German 
people to comprehend and oppose Hitler’s 
totalitarian agenda.” Yet, we predicted, 
“skepticism” toward Agenda 21 “will sure- 
ly increase and graduate to outrage as the 
true totalitarian nature of this plan unfolds 
to public view.” And over the years many 
have become outraged, so much so that 
Agenda 21 has become a hot-button issue 
for conservatives and constitutionalists. 


4. Immigration 

“If the immigration situation sounds 
alarming now, we can expect it soon to 
get much worse — unless the 
President and Congress take 
serious action to address the 
issue,” we predicted in our June 
2, 1986 cover story “The Silent 
Invasion.” How much worse? 
“In Mexico and the Central 
American countries alone, 
there are more than 100 million 
people; and, as the political and 
economic structures of those 
nations continue to deteriorate 
(due to socialist policies), a siz- 
able percentage of that popula- 
tion can be expected to arrive at 
our doorstep. South America, 
Africa, Asia, the Middle East, 
and Europe will contribute le- 
gions more.” 

The article warned that am- 
nesty, then being considered 
by Congress, “rewards the law- 
breaker and will encourage 
continued lawbreaking by set- 
ting a precedent and creating an 
anticipation and expectation of 
future amnesties. It is wrong. In 
principle and practice it would 
prove calamitous.” That same 
year, Congress passed and Presi- 
dent Reagan signed into law the 
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so-called Immigration 
Reform and Control Act 
of 1986. Predictably, the 
amnesty component of 
that landmark bipartisan 
legislation not only en- 
couraged more illegal bor- 
der jumping, but created 
“an anticipation and expec- 
tation of future amnesties.” 


5. European Integration 
The economic and politi- 
cal integration of Europe did 
not occur suddenly or openly, 
but incrementally and deceptively. The 
first step in this process was the creation 
of the super-national European Coal and 
Steel Community by the Treaty of Paris in 
1951. Other steps included the creation of 
the European Economic Community (re- 
named the European Community) and the 
creation of the European Union. 

It is widely recognized today that a su- 
pranational government of Europe is swal- 
lowing up the sovereignties of European 
nations. But this was not the case until the 
relatively recent rise of the EU, for the rea- 
son that the process leading to European 
governance was deceptively packaged in 
order to beguile the unsuspecting peoples 
of Europe to support the steps leading 
to merger. Specifically, those steps were 
“sold” on the basis that they would create 
a European Common Market — a “free 
trade” zone facilitating the flow of goods 
and capital leading to more jobs and pros- 
perity. And who could be against that? 

All along the intent was to create a Eu- 
ropean super-state, as was acknowledged 
by the architects, including Jean Monnet, 
whose role was so prominent that he became 
known as the “father of Europe.” But these 
acknowledgments were made to fellow in- 
ternationalists; the public at large had no 
idea of the subversive designs behind what 
they believed were free-market reforms. 
Nor did the public at large in America. 

It was in this milieu that THE NEW 
AMERICAN published a major exposé of 
the game plan in our April 19, 1989 issue. 
Entitled “United States of Europe,” the 
article explained that “the much-touted 
‘free-market reforms’ are really only bait 
laid out to entice Europeans into the trap 
of an (eventually) all-powerful suprana- 
tional government.” When the article ap- 
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What went wrong? In the 1994 cover shown here, this question was raised regarding the even- 
then sorry state of public education. The problem would get worse, we warned at the time, so 
long as government was allowed to extend its control over education. 


peared, the notion that the supposed Com- 
mon Market would morph into a “United 
States of Europe” was considered prepos- 
terous. No more! 

THE NEW AMERICAN has also repeated- 
ly warned that the European integration 
process is serving as a model for North 
American integration, though in North 
America the process is far less advanced. 
For example, more than a full year be- 
fore the creation of the North American 
Free Trade Agreement, we wrote in our 
December 28, 1992 article “NAFTA: 
The Misnamed Treaty” that “interna- 
tionalists intend to use NAFTA to foster 
economic interdependence between the 
United States and other nations, and then 
to use economic integration as a means 
to achieve political integration. This is 
precisely how Western Europe was [even 
then] politically united.” 

Indeed, if the United States ratifies 
TTIP (the Transatlantic Trade and Invest- 
ment Partnership) with the EU, U.S. citi- 
zens will find out en masse that America is 
on the same path to regionalization as the 
EU, only a few steps behind. Under TTIP 
international governing entities will have 
the power to dictate to countries rules, 
regulations, and laws about issues as wide- 
ranging as trade in goods, textiles and ap- 
parel, copyright law, the environment, 
services, investment, labor, and competi- 
tion, according to the Office of the United 
States Trade Representative. Neither the 
American people nor their representatives 
will have a say in the matters. 


6. Education 

In the letter from the editor introducing 
our August 8, 1994 special issue on the 
subject of what went wrong with public 
education, we emphatically stated: “In 
the final analysis, state control of educa- 
tion raises not only the question of who 
shall teach but who shall have stewardship 
over the child — the parents or the state. 
Make no mistake about it: Unless federal 
encroachments are reversed and the Con- 
stitution restored, the state will eventually 
replace the family as the most important 
institution in the heart and mind of the 
child.” This special issue warned that the 
“morally and academically bankrupt pub- 
lic school system” that existed even then 
could not be fixed through more govern- 
ment control, but that exactly the opposite 
course of action was needed. 

This special issue was published years 
before the government’s continuing and 
growing encroachment over education 
was manifested through enactment of the 
No Child Left Behind Act of 2001, which 
was supposed to fix public education but 
didn’t, or the current push for Common 
Core, which is also supposed to remedy 
the education problem. The latter would ef- 
fectively create a one-size-fits-all national 
“core” curriculum, giving the national edu- 
cation bureaucracy even more control over 
what children are taught and continuing the 
trajectory toward total state control. 

Of course, this decades-long trajectory 
has not reached the point where the state 
has supplanted the family as the most im- 
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Of course, our ability to project the lines has nothing to do 
with prophecy or magic. It does have to do with studying the 
available evidence, and recognizing that people, not random 


forces, shape history. 


portant institution in the eyes of the child. 
But it would be a mistake to assume that 
this trajectory could not eventually take 
us there, as we warned in our 1994 edu- 
cation issue. In 1996, then-First Lady Hil- 
lary Clinton adopted the African proverb 
“Tt takes a village to raise a child” as the 
basis for the title of her book Jt Takes a Vil- 
lage. And just this year, Education Secre- 
tary Arne Duncan called for government 
boarding schools, since there are “just cer- 
tain kids we should have 24/7.” When it is 
understood that statists desire government 
control of the children, then such a proposal 
makes perfect sense. And so does the edu- 
crats’ gradual 
expansion of 
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‘What did we win? When Iraqi strongman Saddam Hussein was toppled from power, we 


as sex education, feeding children multiple 
meals per day (based on the presumption 
that kids may be fed poorly or not at all at 
home), occupying and entertaining children 
through after-school care and programs, 
and providing for their physical and mental 
needs through school-based health clinics 
and psychological counseling. 

Recognizing that this trend toward grow- 
ing state control of education and the chil- 
dren will not solve our educational woes or 
help the children, THE NEW AMERICAN has 
advocated moving instead toward a separa- 
tion of school and state. An early supporter 
of one very positive development in this 
area, we published a favorable cover story 
on homeschooling way back in our June 22, 
1987 issue, when it was not nearly so popu- 
lar or “mainstream” as today. 


7. Homosexual Agenda 

In our June 8, 1998 article “The Queering 
of America,” we predicted that “‘toler- 
ant’ citizens who think that, ‘Hey, I’m not 
gay, but they’re not harming me,’ have a 


didn 
a 


a 


warned that “our military victory has left our nation saddled with the prospect of a long, bloody, 
expensive occupation, and an escalating terrorist threat.” 
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rude awakening coming. The militant sod- 
omites have made it explicitly clear that 
tolerance is not sufficient; they demand 
positive ‘approval’ from society, mani- 
fested in the enactment of laws granting 
them special rights, and the abolition of 
the residual laws that impede their full 
homoerotic expression and deny their full 
access to children. Moreover ... they insist 
on the complete ‘conversion’ of ‘straight’ 
society, which involves the therapeutic 
cleansing of all ‘homophobic,’ “homohat- 
ing,’ ‘anti-gay bias’ attitudes.” 

The same article also warned that the 
agenda of the homosexual revolution in- 
cluded “legalized marriage and adoption 
rights”; “explicit homosexual ‘education’ 
at all levels of schooling”; “broad dissemi- 
nation of explicit homosexual literature in 
schools and public libraries”; “criminal- 
ization, prosecution, and persecution of 
‘homophobes,’ 1.e. religious ‘bigots’”’; “a 
dramatic increase in the visibility of pro- 
vocative and ‘diverse’ manifestations of the 
gay subculture,” and “admittance of homo- 
sexuals and lesbians into Boy Scouts, Girl 
Scouts, and other private youth groups.” 

This warning was issued 17 years prior 
to the U.S. Supreme Court Obergefell de- 
cision legalizing same-sex “marriage” and 
the Boy Scout decision to allow avowed 
homosexuals to become scoutmasters. And 
of course, it was also many years before the 
persecution and prosecution of bakers for 
refusing to violate their religious convic- 
tions by baking wedding cakes for homo- 
sexual wedding ceremonies. 


8. Iraq 

When President George W. Bush declared 
in front of a large “Mission Accomplished” 
banner on board the USS Lincoln on May 
1, 2003 that “major combat operations in 
Iraq have ended” and that “Iraq is free,” 
most Americans were jubilant and pos- 
sessed little information to doubt the presi- 
dent’s assessment. But THE NEW AMERI- 
CAN, which opposed going to war against 
Iraq for constitutional and other reasons, 
offered a much more sobering assessment 
than the president. Our analysis, as it turned 
out, was also much more accurate. 

In our “What Did We Win?” cover story 
in our May 19, 2003 issue, we observed: 
“Removing Saddam did nothing to avenge 
our innocent dead [Saddam did not attack 
us on 9/11] or make our nation more se- 
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cure. It did little to free 
the long-suffering Iraqi 
people, and may actu- 
ally result in the emer- 
gence of an even nas- 
tier and more militant 
regime in Baghdad. Our 
military victory has left 
our nation saddled with 
the prospect of a long, 
bloody, expensive occu- 
pation, and an escalating 
terrorist threat.” 

Two months later, in 
our July 14, 2003 article 
“The Four A.M. Knock,” we warned: 
“Under U.S. occupation, with American 
troops being used to carry out a mission 
that will create anti-American hatred, Iraq 
is becoming an even more dangerous in- 
cubator of terror.” 

More than a decade later, ISIS is taking 
full advantage of that incubator to build 
its murderous Islamic State. But ISIS itself 
may not have become a threat if the U.S. 
government did not back supposed “mod- 
erate” jihadists in Syria who formed ISIS. 
The folly of supporting “moderates” to 
topple Assad was also predictable. As we 
warned in our September 11, 2012 online 
article “U.S.-funded Jihadist ‘Holy War’ 
in Syria Seeks Sharia Dictatorship”: “Con- 
trary to claims by Western governments 
and Islamist tyrants financing the ‘revolu- 
tion’ in Syria, foreign jihadist forces and 
al-Qaeda terrorists battling the secular 
Bashar al-Assad regime are not trying to 
create a ‘democracy’ with ‘human rights’ 
for all. Instead, they are waging so-called 
jihad, or ‘holy war,’ to build an Islamic 
dictatorship under Sharia law as part of an 
emerging international Muslim system.” 


9. Libya 

In 2011, the American political establish- 
ment celebrated “victory” when Libyan 
strongman Moammar Gadhafi was top- 
pled with the help of the NATO air war, 
just as the establishment had celebrated 
“victory” in 2003 when Iraqi strongman 
Saddam Hussein was toppled. But as was 
the case with Iraq, the celebration of Lib- 
ya’s liberation was premature. 

This was predictable. As we observed in 
our November 21, 2011 cover story “Libya: 
Now What?”: “There are many critical and 
possibly irreconcilable fault lines dividing 
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bring about societal collapse and urged survival preparations. We said that the computer bug 
could be fixed and that fear was a greater problem. 


Libyan society — Islamists, liberals, tribal 
chiefs, ethnic groups, Gadhafi loyalists, 
desert nomads, regional factions, and more. 
Some of the competing groups and interests 
were able to unite around deposing the Lib- 
yan government. But now that it is officially 
ousted, the already-tense situation is becom- 
ing even more complex.... More violence is 
likely. And tensions are so high that some 
experts have suggested that a second ‘civil 
war’ is a distinct possibility.” 
Today, Libya is mired in civil war. 


10. Y2K Computer Bug 
In 1998 and 1999 we forecast that the 
“invisible hand” of the free market would 
result in the Y2K millennium computer 
bug becoming much less consequential 
than others were predicting. At the time 
some widely trusted voices went so far 
as to warn that the computer bug, which 
did not accommodate for dates after 1999, 
would result in the collapse of our com- 
puter-dependent society with catastrophic 
consequences. Many who feared the worst 
stockpiled large quantities of food and 
made other preparations to survive. There 
were fears too that the impending collapse 
of society would also result in the imposi- 
tion of martial law and loss of freedom. 
In our September 14, 1998 cover story 
“Millennium Mayhem,” we acknowl- 
edged that “while the Millennium Bug is a 
real problem,” it is a solvable problem and 
“fear of it is a much greater problem.” Dis- 
agreeing with the doomsayers, we noted 


that private efforts — not governmental 
— were leading the way in making Y2K 
a non-crisis: “Individual entrepreneurs 
grappling with Y2K may be attempting to 
save their own businesses from disruption 
and possible destruction, but their com- 
bined efforts are accomplishing far more 
than government planners ever could.” 

After December 31, 1999, the whole 
world found out how wrong the alarmists 
were, and our readers found out how right 
THE NEW AMERICAN was. 

2 ok ok 

Of course, our ability to project the 
lines has nothing to do with prophecy or 
magic. It does have to do with studying the 
available evidence, and recognizing that 
people, not random forces, shape history. 
The politically powerful who formulate 
and implement government policies have 
not-so-hidden agendas often at odds with 
the political rhetoric intended for public 
consumption. When the real agendas are 
understood, then it is relatively easy to 
project the lines. But such projections are 
by no means inevitable, since informing, 
activating, and organizing liberty-minded 
Americans can thwart the harmful politi- 
cal agendas now moving forward. 

In the future, we will continue to project 
the lines, and to do all that we can to create 
the awareness that’s necessary to expose 
and change the harmful agendas, eventu- 
ally enabling us to offer — accurately! — 
much more positive projections regarding 
political and economic trends. 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
a a EE 


Seventy-year-old 


Halts Home Invasion 


The Log Cabin Democrat reported on July 
13 about a shooting in Damascus, Arkan- 
sas. Authorities say 36-year-old Jona- 
than Hill broke a window to gain entry 
to a house. Hill allegedly encountered a 
42-year-old female occupant who was 
inside, grabbed her, and threw her onto a 
bed. Hill then grabbed a shotgun that was 
in the corner of the room. A 70-year-old 
man who was sleeping on the couch in 
another room woke up to what was hap- 
pening, retrieved his own small handgun, 
and confronted Hill. The elderly man 
fired at the armed suspect and shot him 
in the stomach. The wounded Hill jumped 
through the broken window and fled from 
the house. A second intruder, a woman 
who had also entered the house, attacked 
the male resident from behind with a knife 
and then immediately ran from the scene. 

Police were called and recovered both 
the knife that the female suspect used in 
the attack and a cellphone left behind by 
the burglars. Faulkner County Sheriff’s 
Office Chief Deputy Matt Rice told the 
Log Cabin Democrat that they received 
a report of a man with a gunshot wound 
who sought treatment at a nearby medical 
facility. Hill was found there and is now 
awaiting charges related to the burglary 
attempt. His female accomplice was also 
apprehended and taken to the local hold- 
ing center. 

This isn’t the first time Hill has had run- 
ins with the law. Court records show that 
Hill had previously pled guilty to charges 
of rape, aggravated robbery, residential 
burglary, theft of property, and possession 
on school property of a handgun. 


“A Robber’s Here, Daddy” 


WHIO reported on July 13 out of Eldo- 
rado, Ohio, about a burglary attempt in- 
volving a family at home with their two 
toddler-aged children. The children were 
playing in the yard around 6:30 p.m. when 
the three-year-old ran into the house and 
yelled to his father, “A robber’s here, 
daddy!” Soon thereafter an armed intruder 
wearing a hat with a bandanna covering 
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his face burst in through the front door. 
Fortunately, the father was able to arm 
himself between the time his son told him 
about the suspect and the suspect’s entry to 
the house. The father fired at the armed in- 
truder, hitting him in the chest. The mother 
immediately called police, and authorities 
arrived to discover the suspect just inside 
the front door with a chest wound. He was 
flown by a helicopter to a nearby hospital, 
but died from his injuries. 

Preble County Sheriff Mike Simpson 
confirmed that the homeowners did not 
know the deceased suspect and that the 
incident appeared to be a random home 
invasion. All facts indicate the homeowner 
acted in self-defense and his actions were 
most likely justified. Simpson told WHIO 
that the “resident’s decision to fire at our 
victim was based on the fact that the vic- 
tim was armed with a pistol.... So, based on 
what we know today, we don’t see any is- 
sues with [the father’s] decision to do that.” 


Gun-toting Pastor 


The Washington Times reported on July 
30 about a Texas pastor who shot an in- 
truder who broke in to his church. Pas- 
tor Benny Holmes was fast asleep when 
he was awakened by the sound of glass 
breaking. Holmes retrieved his firearm 
and confronted the intruder. Recounting 
the details of the break-in for the local 
ABC affiliate, Pastor Holmes said, “I 
commanded him to stop twice, and he 
didn’t. So fearing for my life, I did what 
I had to do.” Holmes called 911 to report 
the incident as the suspect lay injured. 
The 911 recording captured Holmes 
even leading the suspect in the “‘sinner’s 
prayer.” “Do you know Jesus? The Lord 
Jesus?” Holmes is heard asking the sus- 
pect on the 911 call. Pastor Holmes can be 
heard saying to the injured suspect, “Say, 
‘Lord Jesus. Forgive me. I have sinned. I 
repent. Come inside my heart. Live inside 
of me. And I won’t do this again. In Jesus’ 
name.’” The local police identified the 
suspect as 27-year-old Lee Marvin Blue, 
Jr., who was charged with burglary of a 
building. Blue has a criminal history that 
includes charges of trespassing, burglary 
of a vehicle, and assault. 


EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Criminal Relapse 


The South Bend Tribune out of South 
Bend, Indiana, reported on August 1 
about a man who, after successfully re- 
habilitating decades earlier after brushes 
with the law, apparently relapsed into a 
life of crime and paid the ultimate price. 
Forty-five-year-old Curtis W. Trent was 
killed by a homeowner while allegedly 
burglarizing the man’s home. Command- 
er Tim Corbett of the St. Joseph County 
Metro Homicide Unit said that Trent was 
fatally injured by a gunshot from the 
homeowner’s gun during a struggle. The 
73-year-old homeowner told investigators 
that he came home and discovered that 
his house had been ransacked. The senior 
citizen was about to call police when he 
heard someone moving around upstairs. 
He quickly retrieved his .22-caliber pis- 
tol and went upstairs to investigate. As 
he climbed the stairs, Trent emerged and 
shoved him backward, sending the elderly 
man falling down the stairs. The details 
are still sketchy, but police believe he was 
able to fire off a shot as he fell backward, 
and the bullet struck Trent in the upper 
torso. The one shot proved fatal. 

Police were called to the scene by a 
neighbor, and discovered the injured 
homeowner at the bottom of the stairs. 
The resident had no memory of firing the 
fatal shot and was treated for his injuries at 
the scene. Police then discovered Trent’s 
body in the rear of the home, where he ap- 
parently succumbed to his fatal wound. An 
investigation ensued, and police located 
Trent’s car nearby with valuables from 
another house that reported a break-in 
that same night. Corbett said the investi- 
gation is ongoing, but all of the evidence 
indicates that Trent is the suspect in the 
burglary and may have been involved 
in more burglaries. Family and friends 
mourned Trent’s passing and remembered 
a man who had served time in prison in 
the early 1990s but who had since been 
working with at-risk youths to encour- 
age them to avoid engaging in criminal 
activities. Sadly, it looks like after years 
of avoiding criminal conduct, Trent might 
have eventually succumbed to the criminal 
urges that he warned about. Ml 

— PATRICK KREY 
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Clean Power Plan 


Delivers Pain, Omits Gain 


ITEM: CNN reported on August 3: “The 
Obama administration unveiled a major 
climate change plan on Sunday aimed 
at a large reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions from the nation’s coal-burning 
power plants.” 

The report also quoted remarks made 
to the press by Gina McCarthy, the ad- 
ministrator of the Environmental Protec- 
tion Agency, predicting how opponents 
would react to the unveiling of the so- 
called Clean Power Plan: “Some special 
interest critics will tell you that it can t be 
done.... They'll say we have to focus on 
the economy at the expense of the environ- 
ment. They'll tell you EPA 8 plan will turn 
the lights off and send utility bills through 
the roof but they are wrong.” 

ITEM: The Associated Press reported on 
August 3 that by 


clamping down on emissions, Obama 
is also working to increase his lever- 
age and credibility with other nations 
whose commitments hes seeking for 
a global climate treaty to be finalized 
later this year in Paris. As its con- 
tribution to that treaty, the U.S. has 
pledged to cut overall emissions 26 
percent to 28 percent by 2025, com- 
pared to 2005. “We’re positioning 
the United States as an international 
leader on climate change,” said Brian 
Deese, Obama’s senior adviser. 

Power plants account for roughly 
one-third of all U.S. emissions of the 
heat-trapping gases blamed for glob- 
al warming, making them the largest 
single source. 


IremM: “It’s time for America, and the 
world, to act on climate change,” said 
Obama on the White House Twitter feed. 

CORRECTION: Actually, it’s time for the 
reportage on the Clean Power Plan to draw 
attention to the fact that the Obama admin- 
istration’s edict sidesteps the Congress, is 
prohibitively expensive, will cost huge 
numbers of jobs, is demonstrably illegal, 
and will do virtually nothing in terms of 
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He spoke the words and the sky cleared: Acting as if he were omnipotent, President Obama 
impelled the EPA to mandate massive cuts in CO» emissions. Problems exist, however: There is no 
evidence that CO, will cause catastrophic warming, and Obama can’t legally make such a command. 


global warming. Oh, yes, and the means 
to draw up the order resulted from mani- 
fest collusion among federal officials and 
special-interest groups. 

This is what the president calls “the single 
most important step America has ever taken 
in the fight against global climate change.” 

All of this is supposedly directed at “car- 
bon pollution.” You may recall its root from 
grade-school science classes, when it was 
described as carbon dioxide, which we all 
breathe out every day we live and which is 
necessary for photosynthesis in plants. 

There is more than enough evidence 
available to show that the plug should 
be pulled on this power grab. Even when 
Barack Obama was first running for 
president, he tipped his hand about what 
he wanted to do, saying that if his plans 
were implemented, “if anybody wants to 
build a coal power plant, they can. It’s just 
that it will bankrupt them.” Under what 
became his “cap-and-trade” bill, he noted 
that “electricity rates would necessarily 
skyrocket.” The cap-and-trade bill was 
defeated, but most of its key features have 
been resurrected in the latest diktat, which 
is even stricter than the plan under consid- 
eration just a year ago. 

An energy-model estimate put together 
by Heritage Foundation analysts has de- 
termined that the economic impact of the 
plan by 2030 would include an average 


annual employment shortfall of nearly 
300,000 jobs; a peak employment short- 
fall of more than one million jobs; a loss 
of more than $2.5 trillion (adjusted for 
inflation) in aggregate gross domestic 
product; and (again adjusted for inflation) 
a total income loss of more than $7,000 
per American. 

Alternatively, if you want to believe the 
EPA, the estimated annual cost will only 
be $8.4 billion (which will supposedly be 
more than offset by breathtaking, if not 
magical, health benefits). But before you 
take that to the bank, try to remember a 
time when a cost estimate made by some- 
one pushing for more power wasn’t woe- 
fully understated. Remember that $2,500 
promise made repeatedly by candidate 
Obama when he was promoting his gov- 
ernment healthcare scheme? That was the 
amount that would supposedly be saved in 
annual healthcare premiums for the typical 
family. Everyone could keep their doctors 
under ObamaCare. 

Among others, the Wall Street Journal ’s 
editors are not particularly keen on having 
one man make energy choices for the en- 
tire country for decades, referring to it as 
an abuse of power that amounts to “regula- 
tion without representation.” 

As expressed in an editorial entitled 
“Climate-Change Putsch,” this plan com- 
mands that states must slash “carbon emis- 
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sions by 32% (from 2005 levels) by 2030. 
This final mandate is 9% steeper than 
the draft the Environmental Protection 
Agency issued in June 2014. The damage 
to growth, consumer incomes and U.S. 
competitiveness will be immense — as- 
suming the rule isn’t tossed by the courts 
or rescinded by the next Administration.” 

The various states are facing a govern- 
ment in Washington that is eager to extort 
or bribe to get its way. The Journal goes 
on to comment: 


States have regulated their power 
systems since the early days of elec- 
trification, but the EPA is now usurp- 
ing this role to nationalize power gen- 
eration and consumption. To meet the 
EPA’s targets, states must pass new 
laws or regulations to shift their en- 
ergy mix from fossil fuels, subsidize 
alternative energy, improve efficien- 
cy, impose a cap-and-trade program, 
or all of the above. 

Coal-fired power will be the first 
to be shot, but the EPA is targeting 
all sources of carbon energy. As coal 
plants have retired amid seven years 
of EPA assault, natural gas recently 
eclipsed coal as the dominant source 
of electric power. This cleaner-burn- 
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ing gas surge has led to the cheapest 
and fastest emissions plunge in his- 
tory, but the EPA isn’t satisfied. 

Thus the new rule’s central plan- 
ning favors green energy sources like 
wind and solar. The plan expands 
their quotas and funding, while pun- 
ishing states that are insufficiently 
enthusiastic. The EPA estimates re- 
newables will make up 28% of U.S. 
electric capacity by 2030, up from 
less than 5% today. 


The war on coal is already taking casual- 
ties, with one large company saying it has 
been forced to retire 40 older coal units 
in the last four years because of previous 
EPA actions. Coal still is responsible for 
about 39 percent of electricity that is gen- 
erated in this country, which as of 2014 
was more than any other single source. 
And without the Clean Power Plan, most 
analysts believe it would likely remain 
dominant through 2030, though natural 
gas is on the rise. 

According to figures compiled by the 
American Coalition for Clean Coal Elec- 
tricity (ACCCE), of coal plants with a 
total of 72,000 megawatts (MW) of elec- 
tricity-generating capacity will be shutting 
down by 2023, most of those by the end of 


Death via regulations: Many coal-powered electricity-generating facilities are shuttering their 
doors because it is simply too costly to meet the emissions regulations being imposed on them 
by the Obama administration to cut CO» (carbon dioxide) releases. 
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next year. EPA policies have been cited as 
a factor in the closure of 389 coal units, 
totaling 61,000 MW, in 36 states. The 
states with the most closures due to EPA 
policies are Ohio, Pennsylvania, Alabama, 
Kentucky, Indiana, and Georgia. 

Some of us recall when having federal 
government didn’t mean that Washington 
could get away with coercing the states 
into doing its bidding (with the threat of 
losing federal money for highways, for 
example). Even liberal Harvard Law Pro- 
fessor Laurence Tribe, who served in the 
Obama administration’s Justice Depart- 
ment during the first term, recognizes how 
far out of bounds the EPA has strayed. He 
testified last year before Congress, stating 
that the EPA was “attempting an unconsti- 
tutional trifecta: usurping the prerogatives 
of the states, Congress, and the federal 
courts — all at once. Burning the Consti- 
tution should not become part of our na- 
tional energy policy.” 

Tribe later wrote about that testimony 
and pointed to his long support of envi- 
ronmental causes. Yet, as he put it: “In my 
view, coping with climate change is a vital 
end, but it does not justify using unconsti- 
tutional means.” The professor cited case 
law (omitted here for space restrictions) 
in noting: 


The Clean Power Plan would set a 
carbon dioxide emission target for 
every state, and the EPA would com- 
mand each state, within roughly a 
year, to come up with a package of 
laws to meet that target. If the agency 
approves the package, the state would 
then have to impose those laws on 
electric utilities and the public. 

The agency would effectively dic- 
tate the energy mix used in each state 
and leave the state with essentially no 
choice in implementing its plan.... 

Even more fundamentally, the 
EPA, like every administrative 
agency, is constitutionally forbidden 
to exercise powers Congress never 
delegated to it in the first place. The 
brute fact is that the Obama admin- 
istration failed to get climate legisla- 
tion through Congress. Yet the EPA is 
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acting as though it has the legislative 
authority anyway to re-engineer the 
nation’s electric generating system 
and power grid. It does not. 


A study released in the fall of 2014 by 
NERA Economic Consulting, examining 
the effects of the (less severe) power plan 
then under consideration, estimated that 
the price of electricity would increase by 
an average of 12 to 17 percent. The cost 
of the plan was estimated at between $41 
billion and $73 billion per year in higher 
electricity prices. Ratepayers in 43 states 
would be hit with double-digit electricity 
rate increases. 

Areas and voters that have traditionally 
been Democratic are not immune to this 
beatdown. Minorities and low-income 
Americans, as is often the case, will find 
themselves suffering disproportionately. 
In June, Harry Alford, the president and 
CEO of the National Black Chamber of 
Commerce, explained to a Senate com- 
mittee the damage that would ensue if the 
energy strategy were implemented. “The 
Clean Power Plan would increase black 
poverty by 23 percent, Hispanic poverty by 
26 percent, result in cumulative job losses 
of 7 million for blacks, nearly 12 million 
for Hispanics in 2035, and decrease black 
and Hispanic median household income 
by $455 to $550, respectively, in 2035,” 
he told the Senate Environment and Public 
Works Committee. The figures come from 
a study commissioned by the chamber. 

As it happens, that Senate Environment 
Committee has also found convincing evi- 
dence of collusion between the EPA and 
environmental activists — the sort of thing 
that used to make “liberals” furious when 
it was alleged, under previous administra- 
tions, that fossil-fuel producers were too 
close to decision makers in Washington. 
The Green Lobby seems to get a pass in 
certain quarters when it is the eco-activists 
and the bureaucrats who are all in bed to- 
gether with “progressive” energy indus- 
tries. Most of the latter producers of “re- 
newable” energy are heavily subsidized by 
the federal government because they are 
too inefficient to compete on their own. 

The committee, headed by Senator 
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Say what? EPA Administrator Gina McCarthy’s testimony to Congress about the scientific 
basis for mandating harsh new regulations on CO, emissions has been found to be untruthful. 
Congress is giving her a chance to tell the truth to avoid the risk of being charged with a crime. 


James Inhofe (R-Okla.), has had its eye 
on the EPA for some time. As noted in a 
study issued by the majority staff in Au- 
gust — backed up with copies of e-mails 
and other evidence — “sue-and-settle” 
collusion seems to be one favorite tac- 
tic. It has been widely used by environ- 
mentalist activist groups for a variety of 
their projects. The system gets gamed this 
way: A plaintiff sues because an agency 
has failed to meet some deadline for fil- 
ing paperwork. Then the agency and the 
plaintiff work with each other — by- 
passing other parts of the bureaucracy 
— with a legal agreement being reached 
in exchange for the suit being dropped. 
Of course if the agency and the plain- 
tiffs have the same idea in mind in the 
first place, the wheels are greased to the 
satisfaction of all concerned, except for 
the taxpayers. Often the agreements are 
sealed by the courts. 

The Senate committee looked at how 
such questionable activities have been 
going on for years. As noted in the sum- 
mary, the report exposes in detail how the 
“settlement process was abused in a way 
that prevented the American people and 
those parties responsible for implement- 
ing the rules from knowing basic details 
of EPA’s plans to regulate, let alone from 
participating in the process.” 


One recalls that the president has 
boasted that his is “the most transparent 
administration in history.” The Senate 
report, entitled “Obama’s Carbon Man- 
date: An Account of Collusion, Cutting 
Corners, and Costing Americans Bil- 
lions,” in essence shines the light on 
that assertion and sees right through it. 
It includes coverage of documents by the 
EPA and the Natural Resources Defense 
Council (NRDC), among other activist 
groups. As the committee observed, the 
documents 


reveal excessive email exchanges 
on not only official government ac- 
counts but also use of private or 
alias accounts by senior EPA offi- 
cials, meetings at EPA and off-site 
locations, and phone calls between 
NRDC and EPA staff dating back to 
early 2011. 

In particular, these exchanges 
demonstrate how EPA and NRDC 
sought to push the outer limits of 
EPA’s Clean Air Act authority and 
to develop the analysis on which 
these highly controversial and le- 
gally suspect proposals are based. 
Despite public statements by EPA 
officials to the contrary, documents 
confirm that NRDC played a very 
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Obama’s cronies: The IPCC keeps claiming CO, causes catastrophic warming, despite the 
evidence: CO, has been rising for 8,000 years, but temperatures have dropped during most of 
that time. Also, it was so cold in the ’70s, scientists predicted a new ice age. 


integral and major role in develop- 
ing these EPA policies. 

It is also clear from the documents 
that the EPA policy makers and en- 
vironmental activists involved had 
cozy relationships with each other on 
not only a personal level but through 
like-minded activism from years of 
working together. Indeed, the revolv- 
ing door has swung freely between 
the Obama Administration and the 
environmental activist community. 


So we have seen that the cost of this job- 
killing plan is exorbitant and its promoters 
have been involved in sleazy if not illegal 
activities. But it’s for a good cause, right? 
We need to show the rest of the world that 
American taxpayers will be glad to pick up 
the tab for their inefficiencies, don’t we? 
If we hold our nose and implement this 
plan and then get a global treaty, won’t it 
re-create the Garden of Eden? 

Nope. And such a treaty is unlikely to 
pass the U.S. Senate. Moreover, when 
you look at what the Clean Power Plan 
will really accomplish in terms of “cli- 
mate change,” the word minuscule seems 
an overstatement. And keep in mind that 
the best that anyone has heard from that 
great emitter China is that it promises — 
really and truly, and cross its Tiananmen 
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Square-stained heart — that it will “stop 
increasing” carbon emissions by the year 
2030. So while the United States is hand- 
icapping itself for years, Beijing will 
be going full blast. India has not even 
promised to do that. Such nations are not 
going to stop their development to ap- 
pease the sensibilities of eco-activists in 
the United States. 

There are, in fact, even bigger forces be- 
hind this scheme. What used to be called 
global warming really should have got- 
ten a new name for honesty’s sake. The 
Global Wealth Redistribution Plan would 
be more to the point. Even senior United 
Nations officials working with the Inter- 
national Panel on Climate Change have 
admitted in unguarded moments that cli- 
mate policy is being used to redistribute 
the world’s wealth. 

Meanwhile, consider the actual environ- 
mental impact. Regardless of one’s beliefs 
in man-made effects on the climate, imple- 
menting this plan is not going to move the 
thermometer of the Earth’s temperature by 
a whit. The EPA’s own figures show that if 
the plan were implemented, it would only 
avert an imperceptible amount of warming 
— 0.02 degrees Celsius. And that would 
only be achieved by the year 2100. 

The United States is responsible for 
around five percent of the world’s total 


carbon emissions, so our actions will be 
swamped by what happens in the undevel- 
oped world. Paul “Chip” Knappenberger, 
assistant director of the Center for the 
Study of Science at the Cato Institute, of- 
fers some statistics that put this exercise in 
futility into more perspective. As he wrote 
not long ago, 


If we in the United States were to 
cease emitting all carbon dioxide 
from this day forward, future global 
warming would only be reduced by 
about 0.15 degree C by the end of 
the century. That’s all. This is why 
incremental actions like the Clean 
Powerplan, which only seeks a 10 
percent reduction in U.S. green- 
house gas emissions by the year 
2030, will have no appreciable im- 
pact on the future course of climate, 
only around 0.02 degrees C. Put 
simply, when it comes to mitigating 
climate change, the U.S. has little 
role to play. 


Knappenberger, along with climatolo- 
gist colleague Patrick Michaels, used the 
MAGICC climate simulator developed by 
scientists at the National Center for At- 
mospheric Research under funding by the 
EPA to find that if there were a 100-per- 
cent cut of carbon emissions from the 
entire industrialized world, it would only 
avert global warming by 0.278 degrees C 
by the turn of the century. 

Similarly, and using the EPA’s projec- 
tions and assuming the agency’s accuracy 
for the sake of the analysis, they measured 
what else would happen if the Clean Power 
Plan were implemented. Apparently that 
dreaded sea-level rise long predicted by 
Al Gore and other scaremongers would 
be mitigated — though by such a small 
extent that it would be meaningless. The 
rise would be reduced by 0.20 millimeters, 
or the thickness of one or two human hairs. 

Of course you always have the word of 
Barack Obama that all this pain is worth 
almost no gain. Meanwhile, if you like 
your electricity, rest assured that you can 
keep your electricity. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. HoAR 
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Troubles Mounting for Hillary 


months ago. No one 

thought it possible that 
Hillary Clinton could fail to 
win the Democratic Party 
nomination and ride her vic- 
tory all the way to the White 
House. After all, she pos- 
sesses an all-star résumé as 
a veteran senator from New 
York and the nation’s secre- 
tary of state. She is as well 
known as anyone in Ameri- 
ca; many Americans say it’s 
about time for a woman to 
become the nation’s chief 
executive; and she has an 
enormous bankroll to spend 
for advertising and travel. 
She even has a husband who served in the high office for 
eight years. 

So formidable is all of this that few Democrats have sought 
to challenge her. Until recently, that is. Vermont Senator Ber- 
nie Sanders, an admitted socialist, has suddenly captured the 
fancy of many party faithful, even gaining the lead in recent 
New Hampshire polls. Encouragement to enter the Democratic 
race has Joe Biden supporters salivating. Al Gore has even 
been mentioned as a possible replacement candidate, though 
he has declined. 

What happened to the Hillary juggernaut? Among the main 
developments are her “unfavorable” numbers, the lowest they’ ve 
ever been. The main reason she has negative numbers is dishon- 
esty about her non-secure e-mail and whether, as secretary of 
state, she transmitted or received hackable classified informa- 
tion. During a press conference on March 10, she stated that she 
“did not email any classified material to anyone on my email. 
There is no classified material.” And in July, she told a gathering 
in Iowa: “I am confident that I never sent or received any infor- 
mation that was classified at the time it was sent and received.” 
Acting as if the whole dust-up were a minor disagreement that 
anyone, especially a Clinton, would expect to be dismissed as 
irrelevant by friends in the media and in government, she added, 
“What I think you’re seeing here is a very typical kind of discus- 
sion ... over what should or should not be publicly released.” 

But now, she has to admit that indeed she did use a private 
e-mail account for classified information. And her aides have 
been told to give the Justice Department her e-mail server and 
a thumb drive containing copies of the e-mails, though investi- 
gators will probably learn that those devices have been profes- 
sionally erased. When the House committee looking into what 
happened in the deadly 2012 Benghazi attack on the U.S. facility 
asked Hillary to turn over her e-mail server to a third party, Clin- 


I t was unthinkable a few 
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ton lawyer David Kendall 
had to admit that the e-mails 
had been, in fact, deleted. In 
recent years, questionable 
conduct by high officials has 
made numerous headlines. 
But the extent of covering 
up she has attempted even 
makes headlines at liberal 
news sources. 

The intelligence communi- 
ty’s Inspector General Charles 
McCullough III and the State 
Department’s Inspector Gen- 
eral Steve Linick have stated 
jointly that there indeed was 
“top secret” information on 
her private e-mail account. 
And these two men made that 
statement after seeing a mere 40 Clinton e-mails out of 30,000 
she’s been hiding. If the Clinton magic of dodging issues, twist- 
ing information, and outlasting critics doesn’t prevail as usual, 
today’s front-running Democrat might even face indictment. 

Other reasons why some have become nervous about Hil- 
lary’s candidacy include her amassing an enormous war chest 
from foreign donors, which calls into question whether she will 
be beholden to those who have provided those millions. Then, 
there’s her unwillingness to discuss key issues. She has given 
no solid answers to inquiries about the Trans-Pacific Partnership 
trade pact, the Keystone pipeline, the Glass-Steagal banking 
control act, a possible carbon tax, and more. She has repeatedly 
told audiences that she “will be talking” about such matters in 
the months ahead. And, at the same time, she has declined to 
discuss her e-mail problems by saying she wants to “stay fo- 
cused” on the issues. 

Attempting to avoid attention being given to her e-mail prob- 
lems, she has offered a plan to help college students avoid in- 
debtedness by taxing the rich. Earlier, she told a college audi- 
ence about the need to “fix our dysfunctional political system 
and get unaccountable money out of it.” But her campaign’s 
war chest is loaded with the type of money she decries. She is 
even the beneficiary of a super PAC supporting her campaign 
that accepted $1 million from a pair of hidden donors. It takes 
monumental hubris for her to condemn “unaccountable money” 
flowing into political campaigns. 

Indicating worry in the Clinton camp, Hillary’s own staffers 
recently sent a message to supporters claiming the e-mail matter 
is a “partisan witch-hunt” by Republicans who have also hidden 
important matters. There was more to this worried message, but 
the very fact that it was deemed necessary to send shouldn’t be 
overlooked. 

Maybe it’s not so unthinkable that Hillary can be cast aside. Mi 
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